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highlights
PRIVACY ACT COMPILATION

NOTICE TO FEDERAL AGENCIES
The Office of the Federal Register is now releasing to

print the 1976 Compilation of Privacy Act Issuances.
As required by 5 U.S.C. 552a(f), the Compilation

volumes will contain the full text of systems of records
and Implementing regulations for those agencies that
have complied with the annual publication requirements
of 5 U.S.C. 552a(e)(4).

It Is anticipated that the entire Compilation will consist
of five volumes. Should your agency wish to order over-
runs of any or all of the volumes, the authorized printing
officer should make arrangements with the Planning Serv-
Ice Requisition Desk, Room C830, Government Printing
Office, Washington, D.C. 20402. The cutoff date for
submission of rider requisitions is November 30, 1976.

PART 1:

CARRIERS, CARTMEN, LIGHTERMEN
Treasury/CS regulations providing for termination of
license upon termination of required bond; effective
12-20-76 . 50821

COMMISSION PROCEEDINGS
NRC statement of considerations terminating rulemak-
ing on financial assistance to participants ................ 50829

ENERGY ADMINISTRATION
FEA publishes guidelines regarding applications for ex-
ception relief .................... . .... 50856

FINANCIAL REPORTING
SEC publishes Staff Accounting Bulletin No. 124......... 50814

FOREIGN SOVEREIGN IMMUNITIES ACT, 1976
State publishes policy with respect to the Immunity of -
foreign states in United States courts_..... -- ' - 50883

FREEDOM OF INFORMATION
HEW proposal amending Its regulation on availability of
information to the public; comments by 1-17-77.- 50845

HANDICAPPED CHILDREN'S EARLY EDUCATION
PROGRAM

HEW/OE notice of closing dates for receipt of applica-
tions for HCEEP Outreach projects and for Model Demon-
stration Centers (3 documents) 1-6, 1-18 and 2-4-77.... 50870,

50871

CONTINED INSIDE

L"



reminders
(The Items in this list were editorially compiled as an aid to FEERL REGISTER users. Inclusion or ecluslon from this list has no legal

significance. Since this list is intended as a reminder, it does not include effective dates that occur within 14 days of publication.)

Standard insturment approach pro-
-Rules Going Into Effect Today cedures; Mount Pocono, Pa 45820;

1 10-18-76
DOT/FAA-Standard instrument approach Interior/FWS-Determination of certain

procedures; Houston, Texas ...... 45820; primates as endangered or threatened
10-18-76 species ........... 45990; 10-19-76

Standard instrument approach pro-
cedures; changes and additions.

47913; 11-1-76 List of Public Laws

Standard instrument 'approach, pro- NoTE: No public bills which have becomo
cedures; recent changes and addi- law were received by the Office of the Federal
tions; various states ............ 46433; Register for inclusion in tody's Lzxz os'

10-21-76 PuBLzc LAws.

AGENCY PUBLICATION ON ASSIGNED DAYS OF THE WEEK
The six-month trial period ended August 6. The program is being continued on a voluntary basis (see OFR

notice, 41 FR 32914, August 6, 1976). The following agencies have agreed to remain in the program:
i

Monday Tuesday Wednesday Thursday Friday

NRC USDA/ASCS" NRC USDA/ASCS

DOT/COAST GUARD USDA/APHIS DOT/COAST GUARD USDA/APHIS

DOT/NHTSA USDA/FNS DOT/NHTSA USDA/FNS

DOT/FAA USDA/REA DOT/FAA USDA/REA

DOT/OHMO CSC DOT/OHMO CSC

DOT/OPSO LABOR DOT/OPSO LAF3OR

HEW/FDA HEW/FDA

Documents normally scheduled on a day that will be a Federal holiday will be published the next work day
following the holiday.

Comments on this program are still invited. Comments should be submitted to the Day-of-the-Week Program
Coordinator, Office of the Federal Register, National Archives and Records Service, General Services Adminis-
tration, Washington, D.C. 20408.

ATTENTION: For questions, corrections, or requests for information please see the list of telephone numbers
appearing on opposite page.

X -  
Published daily. Monday through Friday (no publication on Saturdays, Sundays, or on oflcial Federal

n holidays), by the Office of the Federal Register, National Archives and Records Service, General Servlco3
N .. Administration, Washington, D.C. 20408, under the Federal Register Act (49 Stat. 50, as amqndcd; 44 U.S.C..

*1 k" . Ch. 15) and the regulations of the Administrative Committee of the Federal Register (1 CFR Ch. I). Distributon
123 Is made only by the Superintendent of Documents, U.S. Government Printing Office, Washington, D.C. 20402.

a. The FEDERAL REGzsTRr provides a uniform system for making available to the public regulations nnd legal notice lcuzl
by Federal agencies. These include Presidential proclamations and Executive crders end Federal agency document3 havijg
general applicability and legal effect, documents required to be published by Act of Congress and other Federal agenoy
documents of public Interest. Documents are on file for public inspection in the Office of the Federal Register the day beforo
they are published, unless earlier filing is requested by the issuing agency.

The FED RAL REGIsTER will be furnished by mail to subscribers, free of postage, for $5.00 per month or $50 per year, payablo
inadvance. The charge for Individual copies is 75 cents for each issue, or 75 cents for each group of pages as actually bound.
Remit check or money order, made payable to the Superintendent of Documents, U.S. Government Printing Office, Washingto 6
D.C. 20402.

FThere Ekre no restrictions on the republication of material appearing irn the FnDM- REOaTSr=.
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INFORMATION AND ASSISTANCE
Questions and requests for specific information may

may be made by dialing 202-523-5240.

FEDERAL REGISTER, Daily Issue:

Subscriptions and distritbution...
"Dial - a - Regulation" (recorded

summary of, highlighted docu-
ments appearing in next day's
issue).

Scheduling of documents for
publication.

Copies of documents appearing in
this issue.

Corrections .............................
Public Inspection Desk .................
Finding Aids-.---: .................. ; ----

Public -Briefings: "How To Use the
Federal Register."

Code of Federal Regulations (CFR)..
Finding Aids -----............--------------

202-783-3238
202-523-5022

523-5220

523-5215

523-5286
523-5215
523-5227

523-5282

523-5266
523-5227

be directed to the following numbers. General inquiries

PRESIDENTIAL PAPERS:
Executive Orders and Proclama- 523-5233

tions.
Weekly Compilation of Presidential 523-5235

Documents.
Public Papers of the Presidents .... 523-5235
Index ............... 523-5235

PUBLIC LAWS:
Public Law dates and numbers ------ 523-5237

-Slip Laws .................................... 523-5237
U.S. Statutes at Large .................... 523-5237
Index ............... 523-5237

U.S. Government Manual ................ . 523-5230
Automation ..................................... 523-5240
Special Projects .............................. 523-5240

HIGHLIGHTS-Continued

KEOGH (HR 10) PLANS
FDIC regulations governing the payment of interest on
deposits ---------............ 50804

MOTION PICTURES
Interior/BLM clarifies "Special Land Use Permit" re-
qlLirement for filming; comments by 12-18-7,6 .............. 50845

PJPELINE SAFETY
NTSB publishes notice of availability and receipt of

-recommendations and response..................... 50878

PRIVACY ACT
Marine Mammal- Commission requests comments by
12-20-76 on amendments of systems of records ........... 50875

SECURITIES COMPLAINTS
SEC announces recomn-endation of three-part integrated,
nationwide system for processing and resolution of
disputes ..................................................................... 50880

SELF-REGULATORY ORGANIZATIONS
SEC riquests comments by 12-20-76 and gives notice
of proposal by the Municipal Securities Rulemaking Board
to reduce the underwriting assessment for-brokers and
dealers : .......................................................................... 50880

TRAVEL REGULATIONS
CSA rules on allowable per diem and mileage rates for
grantees and delegate agencies (2 documents); effective
11-18-76 ------------- .......... ....-. .. .... -50825

URBAN HOMESTEADING
HUD notice of second round of applications for demon-
stration program ....... ............................................... 50871

YELLOWFIN TUNA
Commerce/NOAA notice regarding incidental taking of
marine mammals ............ ................ ... 0842

MEETINGS-
Advisory Council on Historic Pres~rvation, 12-8 and

12-9-76 .............................. - 50847
DOD/AF: Scientific Advisory Board Ad Hoc Committee

on Advanced ICBM Technology, 12-14 and
12-15-76 ............. 50853

Scientific Advisory Board Munitions-Armament
Panel, 12-16 and 12-17-76. .-.--- 50853

Army: Advisory Panel on ROTC Affairs, 12-7-76..... 50854
Missile Command Scientific Advisory Group,
12-8 and 12-9-76 .......... . 50854

DOT: Citizens' Advisory Committee on Transportation
Quality, 12-6 and 12-7-76... .... ............. 50886

CG: Chemical Transportation Industry Advisory _
Committee, 12-9-76 .............. 50884

FAA, Air Traffic Procedures Advisory Committee,
1-11 through 1-14-77 ........................ 50885

Radio Technical Commission for Aeronautics
(RTCA), 12-7 through 12-9-76, 12-14 and12-15-76 .. ..... ....... .............. .... . .......- 50885

EPA: Administrator's Pesticide Policy Advisory Com-
mittee, 12-3-76 ........... .. 50854

State-Federal FIFRA Implementation Advisory Com-
mittee Working Group on Registration and Classi-
fication, 12-14-76.. 50855

Federal Advisory Council on Regional Economic
Development, 12-14-76...... ..... 50856

Federal Mediation and Conciliation Service: Health
Care Industry Labor-Management Advisory Com-
mittee, 12-6-76......... 50864

Interior/BLM: Nevada State Multiple Use Advisory
Board, 12-9 and 12-10-76.... .. 50874
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HIGHLIGHTS--Continued

Salem District Multiple Use 'Advisory Board,
12-9-76 .......................... 50874

NASA: Research and Technology Advisory Council
Committee on Aeronautical Propulsion, 12-6
through 12-8-76 ..................................................... 50875

NFAH: Dance Advisory Panel, 12-4 through 12-6-76.. 50875
Fellowships Panel Advisory Committee, 12-13-76.. 50875
Visual Arts Advisory Panel, 12-2 and 12-3-76 .......... 50876

Science and Technology Policy Office: Intergovern-
mental Science, Engineering and Technology Ad-
visory Panel, 12-7-76 .............................................. 50879

Scientific Advisory Board Science and Technology Ad-
visory Group, Air Force Systems Command, and the
Space and Missile Systems Organization Division
Advisory Group, 12-6-76 .......................................... _50854

SBA: San Diego District Advisory Council, 12-9-76 ...... 50883
STATE: Study Groups 10 and 11 of the U.S. National

Committee for the International Radio Consultative
Committee (CCIR), 12-9-76 .................................. 50884

USDA/FS: Taos-Penasco-Questa Division Grazing Ad-
visory Board, 12-11-76 ............................................ 50849

Tierra Amarilla Grazing Advisory Board,
12-10-76 ........................................................ 50849

HEARINGS-
EPA: Texas Hydrocarbon/Photochemical Oxidant

Strategy, 12-14 through 12-16-76 ........................ 50855

PART II:

TRADITIONAL PUBLIC HOUSING PROGRAM
HUD proposal regarding procedures, general require,
ments and the basic policies for the development of
projects; comments by 12-20-76 .............. ........ 50945

PART i11:

TRANSPORT AIRPLANE FATIGUE
DOT/FAA proposal regarding regulatory review program;
comments by 1-7-77 ........................................ ...... 50955

PART IV:

CRUDE OIL PRICES
FEA proposal on corrective action to comply with statu-
tory composite price levels; comments by 11-29-76. .. 50959

PART V:
ALLOY TOOL STEEL IMPORTS
Presidential proclamation and notice on modification
of limitations .................................................................... 50967

PART Vi:
PROCUREMENT, 1977
Committee for Purchase from the Blind and Other
Severely Handicapped publishes notice of establishment
of list of selected commodities and services...................... 50975

contents
THE PRESIDENT

Proclamations
Alloy tool steel imports; modifica-

tion of limitations ---------- 50967

EXECUTIVE AGENCIES
AGRICULTURAL MARKETING SERVICE
Rules
Oranges (navel) grown in Ariz.and Cal if------------------ 50803
Perishable Agricultural Commodi-

ties Act:
Administrative law judges;

duties and responsibilities;
correction -------------- 5083

AGRICULTURE DEPARTMENT
See also Agricultural Marketing

Service; Farmers Home Admin-
istration; Forest Service.

Rules
Authority delegations by Secretary

and General Officers:
Mirketing and Consumer Serv-

ices, Assistant Secretary, et
al.; Federal Noxious Weed Act
of 1974, etc.; correction ---- 50803

AIR FORCE DEPARTMENT
Notices
Meetings:

Scientific Advisory Board Ad
Hoc Committee on Advanced
ICBM Technology ----------- 50853

Scientific Advisory Board Muni-
tions-Armament Panel ---- 50853

Scientific Advisory Board Sci-
ence and Technology Advisory
Group et al ------------- 50854-

ARMY DEPARTMENT

Notices

Meetings:
Army Advisory Panel on ROTC

Affairs -------------------- 50854
Missile Command Scientific Ad-

visory Group --------------- 50854

ARTS AND HUMANITIES, NATIONAL

FOUNDATION

Notices

Meetings:
Dance Advisory Panel ------- 50875
Fellowships Panel Advisory

Committee --------------- 50875
Visual Arts Advisory Panel --- 50876

BLIND AND OTHER SEVERELY
'HANDICAPPED, COMMITTEE FOR

PURCHASE FROM

Notices

Procurement list, 1977; establish-
ment -.-.- ......----------- 50975

CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD

Notices

Hearings, etc.:
Belize Airways, Ltd ----------- 50849
Las Vegas-Dallas/Fort Worth

nonstop service Investigation. 50849
Silvas Air Lines ------------ 60850
Mackey International, Inc-.--. 60849
Transatlantic FAX container

and charter freight rates In-
vestigation -------------- '50849

Transavla Holland, N.V ------- 50849

COAST GUARD

Proposed Rules

Anchorage regulations:
California ------------------- 50842

Drawbridge operations:
Florida --------------------- 5 0842
New York ------------------- 50843

Notices

Citizenship oath filing:
Ne)bro Packing Co --------. 0884

Environmental statements; avail-
ability, etc.:

LORAN-C transmitting station;
Northern Minne3ota ------- 50884

Meetings:
Chemical Transportation Indus-

try Advisory Committee - 5-- 50884
1
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CONTENTS

COMMERCE DEPARTMENT
See also Domestic and Thterna-

tional. Business-Administration;
National Oceanic and Atmos-
-pheric Administration.

Rules -

Foreign direct investments; CFR
Chapter revoked ------------ 50807

Notices .
Watches and watch movements:

Allocation of quotas; Virgin Is-
lands, Guam, and American
Samoa ----------------- 50852

COMMUNITY SERVICES ADMINISTRATION4
Rles
Community Action Programs:

Personnel management, grant-
ee; travel per diem rates for
-grantees and delegate agen-
cies " -- 50825

Personnel management, grant-
ee; travel regulations for
grantees and delegate agen-
cies ------------------------ 50825

CUSTOMS SERVICE
Rules ' . . -
Customs bonds; carriers, cartmen,

and lightermen:
Duration of license and termi-

.nation of bond ----------- 50821

DEFENSE DEPARTMENT
See Air Force Department; Army

Department.

DOMESTIC AND INTERNATIONAL
BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION

Notices
Scientific articles; duty-free. en-

try:
Research~oundation for Mlental

* Hygiene et al ----------- 50850
Univefrity of Cifofni -------- 50851

"University of Chicago --------- 50851
.University of Washington -.... 50851

EDUCATION OFFICE
Notices
Applications and proposals, closing

dates:
Handicapped -children's early

education program (2 docu-
ments) ------ -------------- 50870

Specific learning disabilities.--- 50871

ENERGY RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT
;ADMINISTRATION

Rules'Procurement; cost accounting

standards; .filing 'of disclosure-
statements -------------- --- 50823

Proposed Rules' -
Procurement; cost partidipation

policy- ------- _ --- 50844

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
Rules
Air quality implementation plans;

-various States, etc:
New Jersey --------------- 50822

Water pollution; efluent guidelines
for certain point'source cate-
gories:

Grain mills, corn wet milling
subcategory ------------- 50823

Proposed Rules
Pesticide chemicals in or on raw

agricultural commodities; tol-
erances and exemptions, etc:

Thiophanate-methyl -------- 50843
Notices
Food additive petitions:

Pineapple Growers' Association
of Hawaii ------------- 50854

361eetings:
Administrator's Pesticide Policy

Advisory Committee -------- 50854
State-Federal FIFRA Imple-

mentation Advisory Commit-
tee ----------------------- 50855

Pesticide and food additive peti-
tions:

.M[bay Chemical Corp. et al.... 50854
Pesticides, specific exemptions and

experimental use permits:
Wyoming Department of Agri-

culture ----------------- 50855
Texas oxidant control strategy;

public hearings on proposed
ameidments ---- ---------- 50855

FARMERS HOME ADMINISTRATION
Notices
Disaster and emergency areas:
Arkansas ------------------- 50847
Mississippi ---------------- 50847
AIlssouri -------------------- 50848

FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION
Rules
Airworthiness directives:

Bellanca -------------------- 50805
Boeing -------------------- 50805

Control zones --------------- 50806
Standard instrument approach

procedures ------------- 50806
Transition areas ------------- 50806
Proposed Rules
Airworthiness directives:

Beech (3 documents)--- 50838-50840
Airworthiness standards:

Transport category airplane
,fatigue regulatory review pro-
'gram ------------------ 50955

Control zones --------------- - 50841
Jet routes --------------------- 50841
Notices
Meetings:

Aeronautics Radio .Technical
Commission (2 documents). 50885

Air Traffic Procedures Advisory
Committee --------------- 50885

FEDERAL DEPOSIT INSURANCE
CORPORATION

Rules
Interest on deposits:

Keogh (HR 10) plans; with-
drawal penalty exception---- 50804

FEDERAL ENERGY ADMINISTRATION
Proposed Rules
Petroleum price regulations,

mandatory:
Crude oil, domestic; pricing ad-

justments. corrective actions. 50959
Notices '

Exception relief applications;
guidelines for approval or de-
nial; publication ----------- 50856

Wholesale purchasers, change In
method of supplying; Gulf Oil
Corp ---------------- 50862

FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION
Notices
Casualty and nonperformance,

certificates:
Kavounides Shipping Co------- 50863

Agreements filed, etc.:
Associated Latin American

Freight Conferences Cooper-
ative Working AgreemenL.___ 50862

Delta Steamship Lines, Inc. et
al ------------------------ 50863

Moore-McCormack Lines, Inc.
et al ------------------ 50863-

Rederiaktiebolaget Nordstjer-
nan (Johnson Line) and K/S
Nosac A/S & Co ---------- 50863

West Coast of Italy, Siclian & -
Adriatic Ports/North Atlantic
Range Conference (WINAC)
(2) documents) .....-------- 50864

FEDERAL MEDIATION AND
CONCILIATION SERVICE

Notices
Meetings:

Health Care Industry Labor-
IManagement Advisory Com-
mittee ----------------- 50864

FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION
Notices
Natural gas companies:

Certificates of public conven-
lence and necessity; applica-
tions, abandonment of service
and petitions to amend ..-.. 50864"

Hearings, etc.:
Inland Gas Co., Inc ---------- 50866
Iowa Power & Light Co. (2 doc-

uments) -......-------- 50866
Northern Natural Gas Co_.... 50867
Pacific Gas Transmission Co-_ 50867
PaciLe Power &Light Co ....- 50868
Public Service Co. of New

Mexico ------------ 50868
Tenneco Inc. and National Fuel

Gas Supply Corp -..--------50868
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CONTENTS

FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM
Notices
)Fqderal Open Market Committee:

Monetary aggregates, longer-
run ranges -------------- 50869

Applications, etc..
American Security Corp ------ 50869
First Bancshares, Inc --------- 50869
Indiana National Corp ------- 50869

FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION
Rules
Prghibited trade practices:

Creative Replacements, Inc., et
al ------------------------- 50807

Food Town Stores, Inc., et al_-_ 50809
Gifford-Hill & Co., Ine ..... 50809
Nosoma Systems, Inc., et al .... 50810
Owen's-Coming Fiberglas Corp- 50811
Tri-State Driver Training, Inc.,

et al ------------------ 50812

FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
Rules
Fishing:

Kirwin National Wildlife Ref-
uge, Kans ----------------- 50828

Public access, entry, use, and rec-
reation:

Kenai National Moose Range,
Alaska ---------------- 50828

FOREST SERVICE
Notices
Environmental statements, avail-

ability, etc.:
Allegheny National Forest, Tim-

ber Management Plan, Pa-.... 0848
Meetings:

Taos-Penasco-Questa Division
Grazing Advisory Board --- 50849

Tierra Amarilla Grazing Board- 50849

GENERAL ACCOUNTING OFFICE
Notices
Regulatory reports review; propos-

als, approvals, etc ----------- 50869
HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE

DEPARTMENT
See also Education Office.
Proposed Rules
Freedom of information -------- 50846
HISTORIC PRESERVATION, ADVISORY

COUNCIL
Notices
Meeting --------- ; ------------ 50847

HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT
DEPARTMENT

Proposed Rules
Low-income housing:

Public housing program, tradi-
tional ---------------------- 50945

Notices
Urban homesteading demonstra-

tion program; applications --- 50871

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT
See also Fish and Wildlife Service;

Land Management Bureau.
Notices
Watches and watch movements;

allocation of quotas; Virgin
Islands, Guam, and American
Samoa; cross reference ------- 50874

INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION
Rules
Practice rules:

Petitions for reconsideration;
content requirements and
page limitations ---------- 50826

Temporary operating authori-
ties and approvals__ -------- 50827

Notices
Car service rules, mandatory; ex-

emptions ----------------- 50886
Fourth section applications for re-

lief ------------------------- 50887
SHearing assignments ---------- 50886
Motor carriers:

Temporary authority applica-
tions ------------------ 50890

Transfer proceedings -------- 50889
Petitions, applications, finance

matters (including temporary
authorities), railroad abandon-
ments, alternate route devia-
tions, and* interstate applica-
tions -------------------- 50892

Railroad freight rates , and
-charges; increases ----------- 50887

Rerouting of traffic:
Western Maryland Railway Co- 50915

JUSTICE DEPARTMENT
See Law Enforcement Assistance

Administration.

LAND MANAGEMENT BUREAU
Proposed Rules
Land use permits, special; motion

picture filming ------------- 50845

Notices
Alaska native selections; applica-

tions, etc.:.
Atkasook Corp ------------- 50872

Applications, etc.:
Wyoming ---------------- 50874

Meetings:
Nevada State Multiple Use Ad-

visory Board ------------- 50873
Salem District Multiple Use Ad-

visory Board ------------- 50874
Opening of public lands:

New Mexico -------------- 50874
Oregon ------------------ 50874

Organization and functions:
Administration/Records Man-

agement Specialist Division;
records certification -------- 50873

Withdrawal and reservation of
lands, proposed, etc.:

California ---------------- 50873

LAW ENFORCEMENT ASSISTANCE
ADMINISTRATION

Rules
Environmental impact statements;

preparation ------------- 50822

LEGAL SERVICES CORPORATION

Notices
Grants and contracts; applica-

tions ----------------------- 50874

MANAGEMENT AND BUDGET OFFICE

Notices
Clearance of reports;, list of re-

quests (2 documents)---- 50878, 50079

MARINE MAMMAL COMMISSION

Notices
Privacy Act of 1974; systems of

records, amendment ---------- 50875

NATIONAL AERONAUTICS AND SPACE
ADMINISTRATION

Notices
Meetings:

NASA Research and Technology
Advisory Council; Committee
on Aeronautical Propulsion-.. 50875

NATIONAL HIGHWAY TRAFFIC SAFETY

ADMINISTRATION

Rules
Motor vehicle safety standards:

Lamps, reflective devices, and
associated equipment ----... 50820

NATIONAL OCEANIC AND ATMOSPHERIC

ADMINISTRATION

Proposed Rules
Coastal zone management pro-

grams; extension of time ------ 50842
Marine mammals:

Incidental taking; commercial
fishing operations for yellow-
fin tuna; hearing ---------- 50042

NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION

Notices
Committees; establishment, re-

newals, etc.:
Science Applications Task

Force --------------------- 0B76

NATIONAL TRANSPORTATION SAFETY

BOARD

Notices
Safety recommendations aind ac-

cident reports; availability, re-
sponses, etc ------- . .------5 0878

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 41, NO. 224-THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 18, 1976



CONTENTS

NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION

Proposed Rules.
Financial -assistance to partici-

pants in NRC proceedings;
withdrawn ------------------ 50829

Notices
Generic Environmental statement

on mTixed oxide fuel ---------- 50877

Applications, etc..
Alabama Power Co ---------- 50876
Dow Chemical Co ----------- 50877
Florida Power & Light Co ---- 50877
Power Authority of State of

New York ----------------- 50877
Public Service Co. of Oklahoma,

et al -------- .------------ 50876

RAILROAD RETIREMENT BOARD

Notices N

Railroad unemployment insurance
account; proclamation ------- 50879

REGIONAL ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT,
FEDERAL ADVISORY COUNCIL

Notices
Meeting ------------------- 50856

SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY POLICY
OFFICE

Notices
Meetings:

Intergovernmental Science, En-
gineering and Technology Ad-
visory Panel -------------- 50879

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE
COMMISSION

Rules
Interpretative releases:

Accountinq bulletins, staff -.... 50814
Notices
Investor disputes, resolution, in-

tegrated nationwide system.-- 50880
Self-regulatory organizations;

proposed rule changes:
Midwest Clearing Corp. and

Midwest Securities Trust Co_. 50880
Municipal Securities Rulemak-

mng Board ----------------- 50880
Hearings, etc..

El Paso Natural Gas Co ------- 50881

SINAI SUPPORT MISSION
Notices
Authority delegations:

Associate Director for Con-
tracts -------------------- 50886

SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION
Notices
Authority delegations:

Field offices ------ 50883
Meetings:

San Diego District Advisory
Council ---------.-------- 50883

STATE DEPARTMENT
Notices
Foreign Sovereign Immunities

Act; guidelines -------------- 50883
Meetings:

International Radio Consulta-
tive Committee, U.S. National
Committee; Study Groups 10
& 11 -------------------- 50884

TRADE NEGOTIATIONS, OFFICE OF
SPECIAL REPRESENTATIVE
Notices
Certain alloy tool steel quantita-

tive limitations, modlfications- 50973

TRANSPORTATION DEPARTMENT

See also Coast Guard; Federal
Aviation Administration; Na-
tional Highway Traffic Safety
Administration.

Notices
Meetings:

Transportation Quality, Citi-
zens' Advisory Committee-_ 508

TREASURY DEPARTMENT
See Customs Service.
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IS AND HOW TO USE IT"

Weekly Briefings at the Office of the
Federal Register

(For Details, See 41 FR 46527, Oct. 21, 1976)
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list of cfr parts affected in tfhis issue
The following numerical guide is a list of the parts of each title of the Code of Federal Regulations affected by documents published In today's

issue. A cumulative list of parts affected, covering the current month to date, follows beginning with the second Issue of the month.
A Cumulative List of CFR Sections Affdcted is published separately at the end of each month. The guide lists the parts and sections affected

by documents published since the revision date of each title.

3 CFR

PROCLAMTATIONS:
4445 (See Proc. 4477)
4477 -------------------------- 50967

7 CFR
2 --------------------------- 50803
47 -------------------------- 50803
907 --------------------------- 50803

10 CFR'

PROPOSED RULES:
2 ----------------------- 50829
212 ------------------------ 50960

12 CFR

329 ------------------------- 50804

14 CFR

39 (2 documents) -------------- 50805
71 (2 documents) -------------- 50806
97 ------------------ -------- 50806

PROPOSED RULES:
25 ------------------------- 50956
39 (3 documents) --- 50838-50840
71 ---------------------- 50841
75 ----------------------- 50841

15 CFR
1020 ------------------------ 50807
1025----------------------- 50807
1030 ------------------------ 50807
1035 ------------------------ 50807
1040 ------------------------ 5807
1050 ------------------------ 50807

PROPOSED RULES:
921 ---------------------- 50842

16 CFR

13 (6 documents) --------- 50807-50812

17 CFR

211 ------------------------- 50814

19 CFR

112---- -------------------- 50821
113 ------------------------- 50821

24 CFR

PROPOSED RULES;-
841 -------------...---- -50946

28 CFR
19 ---------------------------- 50822

33 CFR

PROPOSED RULES:
110 ---------------------- 50842
117 (2 documents) -.. 50842, 50843

40 CFR
52 ------------------------ 50822
406 --------------------------- 5 0823
PROPOSED RULES:

180 ---------------------- 50843

41 CFR
9-3 --------------------------- 50823
PROPOSED RULES:

9-4 ---------------------- 50844

43 CFR
PROPOSED RULES:

5 ------------------------- 50845
2920 --------------------- 50845

45 CFR

1069 (2 documents) -------- 50825

PROPOSED RULES:

5 ------------------------- 50846

49 CFR

571 - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
1100 ---------------------------
1101 ----------- , ........... :_.

50826
50826
50827

50 CFR

26 ---------------------------- 50828
33 ---------------------------- 5082B

PROPOSED RULES:

216 ---------------------- 50842
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CUMULATIVE LIST- OF PARTS AFFECTED DURING NOVEMBER

The following numerical guide is a list of parts of each title of the Code of
Federal Regulations affected by documents published to date during November.

1 CFR

Ch. 1 ----------------------- 47909
301 ------------------------- 47909

PROPOSED RULES:

405 ------------------------ 49491

3 CFR

PROCLAMTIONS:
4445 (See Proc. 4477) ----------- 50967
4476 -- ---------------------- 49083
4477 ----- ------------------- 50967

SEXECUTrvE ORDERS:

11846 (Amended byEO11947) .... 49799
11947 ----------------------- 49799

MEMORANDUMS:

January 2, 1973 (amended by
Memorandum of November 5,
1976) ---------------------- 50625'

November 5, 1976 (2 documents) - 50625,
50627

5 CFR

Ch. I ------ ------- 49473
213 ------- ------------- 49473,49969
316 ------------------------- 48317
151 ---------- ------ 48110
771 48110
772------- ----------------- _48110
733 ------------------------- 49473
1303------------------------ 49085
2515 - -- :_ -47910

7 CFR

Ch. L ---------------------- 48317
2 ----------------------- 49473,50803
16___ _ -. --- -50264
26 ------------------------------ 49473
47 ----------- ------ 50803
58 ------------------------------ 48509
246 ------------------------- 48119
271 ------------------------- 50411
354 ------------------------- 50412
360 -------------------------- 49987
905 -------------------- 49474,49801
906 ..... - --- 48510,48719,49625
907 --------------- 49802,49824,50803
908.. .. ._ _ ........--- - --- 48510
91 -------- 48720, 49988
944 ----.--------- ----------.49109
966 ------- .....------- 50264,50629
971- ------ 49625
980 ------- 50266

--------- ----- 49475
_1030 ------------------------ 49110
"1421 ------------------------ 49476
1430 - ------------------- 48120
1464-.----------------- 49989, 50412
1802 -------- ---------------- 49104
1806 ...--------------------- 49990
1822 ------------------------ 48317
1823 ------------- 50267
1867 ------------------------ 49991
1980 -------- ---------------- 49109

7 CFR-Continued

-PROPOSED RULES:
26 -------- 50268
58 --------------------- ---- 49826
'272 ------------------------ 50454
729 ------------------------ 49492
905 -------- -------- 48366,49992
909 . .---------------- 50452,50695
913 -- - -- - --- - - -- - -48540
945 ------------------------ 49992

a'- 981 --------------------- 50452
984 --------------------- 4963-7
987 --------------------- 49492
989 ----------------------- 48540
1032 ---------------------- 50695
1033 --------------- 47940,50696
1040 --------------------- 50453
1065 ---------------------- 50696
1094 ---------------------- 49112
1096 ---------------------- 49112
1205 ---------------------- 50270
1427 -------------------- 48131
1430 -------.....-------- 48570
1063 -------------------- 49827
1701 ---------------- 48744,49992
1802 ------------------------- 50272
-1871 --------------------- 47944
1924 ---------------------- 50272

8 CFR

PROPOSED RULES:

3 ----------------------- 47939
204 --------------------- 49994
205---: --------------------- 49994
211 ----------------------- 49994
212 --------------------- 49994
245 -------- ...------- 49827,49994
292 ------------------------ 47939

9 CFR

73 ----------------------------- 49969
97. ------ ---------------------- 48721
151 ---------------------------- 50450
202 ---------------------------- 50450
317 ... ............-............-48721
319 ---------------- 48721,48743,50451
327 ----------------------- ----- 48722

"381 ---------------------------- 49969
445 ---------------------------- 48723
447 ...--------------------------- 48723

PROPOSED RULES:

92- 50000

10 CFR

205 ---------------------------- 49625
206 ---------------------------- 48318
211 --------------- 48319,49476,49627
212 -------------------- 48319,48324
420 ------------------------- 48325
710 ------------------------- 48727

PROPOSED RULES:

2 -------------------------- 50829
50 ---------------------- 49123
209 ------------------------- 48129
212 ------------ 49113,50455,50960

12 CFR
4____. 47934,48334
5 -----.-.- .-.-.-.-. ._ 47934, 48334

8 ...... 483359 -...-- ... ._____--'47934, 47937
202 .. 49087

---. 50242
221 - - 48335
329 -----------. 50804
526----------------. 50413
545 ------------------------ 50413
5633 50413
563b -------------- ----------- 50414546.... 48727
267 ---------------------------- 49802

PROPOSED RULES:
584 ..... ........... . ._ 48728

202 ------------- --- 49123
250 ......................-50001
3--49492,50274
331 ---------------- 49492, 50274
545 - ---------------- 49639
563 ...............----- - 48377
570---------------- 48377

13.CFR
123 --------------- .---------- 49970
316 ------.- ....--------48116, 49803

PROPOSED RULES:
121 ------- 50002,50274

14 CFR
37 --- --------- 48511
39 ------------- ---- 47911,

47912, 48511-48513, 49D88, 49089,
49804,50243.50244,50805

71 ------------------------- 47913,
48513, 48514, 49090, 49805, 50244,
50806

-3 -- 49091
75 -------------- 47913, 48514, 49091
97 - --- 47913,48515,49806,50806
232 ------------------------- 49477
300 --------------------- 48116, 48119

PRoPosE RULES:
25 -- -- --- 50956
39 ......... .47946,

47947, 49828, 49829, 50274, 50838-
50840

71--------- 47947,
-47948, 48371, 48541, 49149, 49829
50841

73 ----------------- 48541, 49149
75 ...... . .---- --------- 50841
91 ---------------------- 48371
121 -.-------------- 50275
207 ------------------ 48371,50696
208 -------.- .....--------- 48371
212 --------------------- 48371
214 .. . .------------------- 48371
217.- ----.--.------------.. 48371
221_........ 48376, 48377, 49151
241 ------....-----.--. 48371
249 -----.-.----- ..-- ----- 48371
300 ---.-.---.-.-.-.-.-.--- 48129
373a ---------....... .----- 483l1
389 ------- ......-- - 48371
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15 CFR 20 CFR--Continued
50 ----------------------------- 48335 PROPOSED RULES,:
923 ------------------------- 48112' 405 --------------------- 49499
1020 -------------------------- 50807 625 ----------------------- 49608
1025 -------------------------- 50807 651 ----------------------- 48746
1030 ------------------------ 50807 653 ----------------------- 48746
1035 ------- ----------------- 50807 656 ----------------------- 48938
1040 ------------------------ 50807 658 ----------------------- 48746
1050 ------------------------ 50807

PROPOSED RULES: - 21 CFR

921 ----------------------- 50842 1 ------------------------------ 50420
2 ------------------------------ 48261

16 CFR 8 --------------------- 48265,48730
10 ----------------------------- 48265

13 --------------------------- 48113, 121 --------------------------- 49482
48114, 49480, 50416-50418, 50643, 202 ------- ------------- 48266
50807-50812 207 ------------------------- 48097

419 ------------------------- 48516 310 --------------------- 47919, 49482
303 ------------------------- 48115 312 ------------------------- 48266
703 ------------------------- 47914 429 ---------------------------- 48267
100Q ------------------------ 47914 430 --------------------------- 49482

PROPOSED RULES: - 431 --------------------------- 48267433 .... .... .... .... .... ... 48267
405 ---------------------- 50697 436 ---- --------------- --- 48099,49483
1015 ---------------------- 49640 444 --------------------------- 49483

17 CFR 448 ------------------------- 48100
510 --------------------------- 48100

1 --------------------------- 48112 511 ------------------------- 48268
15 ----------------------------- 48112 514 ---------------------------- 48268
17 -------------------------- 48112 520 ------------------------.48100, 48731
211 --------------------------- 50814 522 --------------------------- 48732
240 ---------- 48335,49091,50645, 50646 555 ------------------------- 49972
241 -------------------- 48335,48336 558 -------------------- 48732,49484
PROPOSED RULES: 573 ---------------------------- 481001003 ---------------------------- 48268

230 ----------------------- 49493 1004 .----------------------- 48269
239 ---------------------- 49493 1210 ------------------------ 48269
240 ----- 48377,48379,49493,50697
249 ----------------------- 49493. PROPOSED RU.ES:
259 --------------------- 48130 8 ----------------------- 50002

102 --------------------- 4950418 CFR 121 48125
2 ------------------------------ 50199 125 ----------------------- 49504
154 --------------------------- 50199 436 ---------- ---- 49504
157 ---------------------------- 50239 446 --------------------- 49504

P R 452 --------------------- 48123PROPOSED RULES: 514 --------------------- 50003
2 -" . 48745p 50276, 50574 1306 --------------------- 49505
32 ---------------------- 50276
3 ------- ------------------ 50278 22 CFR
141 ------------------ 45130,48745 201 ---------------------------- 48732
153 ----------------------- 50276 211 ------------------------- 47919
157 ------ ------ -. . . . .50276
260 ------------------ 45130,48745 PROPOSED RULES:

1200 --------------------- 49647
19 CFR

22 ----------------------------- 50419
112 --------------------------- 50821 140-------------------- 48516, 49484
113 --------------------------- 50821 260 ------------------------- 50646
159 -----------.--------------- 50419 658 ---------------------------- 49807

PROPOSED RULES: 740-------------------------48682
22 -------------------------- 4946
155 --------------------- 48132
159 ---------------------- 48132

20 CFR
404 -------------- ------------- 47915
405 ---------------- 47915,49499,49592
410 ---------------------------- 47915
416 ---------------------------- 47915
602 ---------------------------- 48250
604 ---------------------------- 48250
605 ---------------------------- 48250
653 ---------------------------- 48250
901 -------.------------------- 49970

24 CFR •

203 ------------------------- 49730
570 ------------------------- 48476
845 ----------------------- 49629"
881 ----------- ---------------- 49484
888 ------------------------- 49440
1914 ----.---------- 49629,49812,50642
1915 ------------------------ 49813
1916 ------------------- 49973, 49974
1917 ------------------ 48110-48132,

48337-48341, 48535-48538, 48732-
48735, 49093, 49094, 49974-49980,
50245-50256, 50399-50411, 50629-
50642

24 CFR-Continued
1920 -------------------- 40980-49982
2205 -------------------------- 48638
PROPOSED RULES:

570 ----------------------- 50370
841 ---------------------- 5 50946
1917 --------------------- 4836-

48370, 48542-48552, 49151-49169,
49648-49655,49830-49837,50279-
50298,50455-50457.50697

25 CFR
60 ----------------------------- 48735
104----------------------------- 48735
183 -------------------------- 50648
700 ---------------------------- 49982
PROPOSED RULES:

141 ----------------------- 50299

26 CFR
1 --------------------------.... 50649
13 --------------------------- 50649
601 ---------------------------- 48740
PROPOSED RULES:

1 ----------------------- 48132-
48134, 49160, 49656, 49838, 50299
50698,50699

48 ------------- 4834,49650, 0004
301 --------------------.- 49178
601 ----------------------- 48740

27 CFR
5 -------- : ---------------------- 48120
PROPOSED RULES:

4 ---------.--------------- 50004

28 CFR
19 ------------- ------r -------- 50822

29 CFR
94--5--------------------------- 60110
95 ----------------------------- 50110
96 ----------------------------- 50113
97 ----------------------------- 5 0114
97a ---------------------------- 50114
1404 --------------------------- 50057
1910 --------------------------- 48742
2608 --------------------------- 48480
2610 -------------------------- 48484

PROPOSED RULES:

60 ---------------------- 48947
1611 --------------------- 49056
1910 ----------- 48746,48950,50008
1915 --------------- 48950,50008
1916 ----------------- 48950,50008
1917_ ---------------- 48950,0008
1918 ---------------- 48950,50008
1926 ---------------- 48950,50008
2608 ---------------------- 48492
2610 ---------------------- 48498
2615 -----------.---------- 48504

30 CFR
PROPOSED RULES:

11 -------------------------- 4900
75 ---------------------- 49838
77----------------------- 50290
211 ----------------------- 60008.
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31 CFR

700 -------- ------------ 49808

PR OPOSED RULES:

- 3 5 0 .................- - ----4 7 9 5 9

32 CFR

701 ----------------- .--------- 50661
842 -------- ------ 50420
879 ------- ---------- -------- 49630

PROPOSED RULES:
251 --- --------------------- 50009

33 CFR
74 ----- --------------------- 49809
117------------------------- 48516

PROPOSED RULES:
40---------- ----------------- 47944
110--------------------- 50842
117 ------------ 47945,50842,50843
183 --------------------- 49838
204 - -------- ------- ------- 4874"

36 CFR
7 ----------------- 49628
9 --- --------------------- 49824

221 --------------------------- 48538

PROPOSED RULES:
221 -------------------- 50699

37 CFR

PROPOSED RULES:
201 -------------------------- 50300

38 CFR
3 -------------------------- 49636

PROPOSED RULES:
3 -------------- 48747, 49838,49839

21 -------- ---------------- 49506

39 CFR

PROPOSED RULES:

111 - -------------------- 50301

40 CFR
52 --------------- 49635,50446,50822
60 --- -------- - -------------- 48342
61---- ---------------------- 8342
110-----------------------. - 49810
120 ---------------------------- 48737
406___--: ..---------------- r--- 50823
407 --------- ----------------- 48736
416----. --------------------- 48516
435 ---- ------------------ 50446
439 ---------------------------- 50676
455 ------------- 48088
600 ------------ ---- 49752

40 CFR-Continued
PRoPOSED RULES:

52 --------- ------------ 47949-
47956, 48044, 48750, 48752, 49840,
50700

60 ------------------------- 48706
85 ------------------------ 50566
146 --------------------- 50701'
180 ....... ; ................. 50843
435 ------------------------ 50458

41" CFR
1-1 ---------------------------- 50687
5B-1 -------------------------- 50447
5B-2 ------------------------ 50447
5B-12 ------------------------- 50447
5B-16 ----------------------- 50448
8-...7 --------------------- - 48516
8-18 --- L ---------------- 48516
9-3 ...------------------------- 50823

15-4 ----------------------- 50688
101-11 ---------------------- 48737
101-32 ----------------- 48519

PROPOSED RULES:

9-4 .___----- 50844
60-1 ------------------- 50015
60-2 --------------- 48128, 50015
60-5 ----------- ---- 48128,50015
60-8 --------------- 48128. 50015

42 CFR

82 ----------------------------- 49636
50 --------- 49986

PROPOSED RULES:
54 ---------- ------------ 48242
84 ---------------------- 48753

43 CFR

2650 --------------------------- 49487
3720 --------------------------- 50257
3740 ------------------------ 50690

PROPOSED RULES:
5 ---------------------..--- 50845
2920 --------------------- 50845
3500 ----------------- 48124,4854
3510 --------------------- 48124
9230 --------------------- 48754

45 CFR

112 --------------------------- 50777
113 ---- --------------------- 50781
250 ------------------------ 48738
581 ------------------------- 49094
801 --------------------- 47938,48739
1005 ------------------------ 48739
1069 --------------------------- 50825

PROPOSED RULES:
5_ --- -- --- -- --- -- --- -- 50846

177 ------------------- 48862,48910
1061 -------------------- 49179

46 CFR
206 . .... 50257
207 -------....... 50257

47 CFR
0 -------------------... -- 48343,49095
1--------------------------- 50399
2 -49820
15------------------- 49095
21 -------------------------- 47931
73 ---.-.-.---- 47931,49095-49103,49823
74 -------------------...------- 48519
89 -------------------------- 48520
91 -------------------------- 48520
93 -------------------------- 48520
94 ..----------------- ----- 50690

PROPOSED RULES:
21 ---------.------------- 49182
67__ -50009
73 -------- 47956,

49182,49659,49858,49859

49 CFR
Ch. V --- ------------ 49311
1 --------------------- 48122,49487
173 ------------------------- 50262
218 ------------------------- 48343
225 ------------------------- 50690
501 --------- ...-------- .----- 47933
571 ------------------------- 50826
922 ------------------------- 50691
1033 .... 48122,48343,48344,50448,50449
1090 ------- 48344
1100 ------------------------ 50826
1101 --------------- 50827
1121 .... 48520
1201 - 48972

PROPOSED RULES:
Ch. ------------------- 50302
173 .. ------------- 48553
210 ------- - 49183
221 ---- - ...... 50701
571 ---------------- 48555
218 .48126
265 -------- 48371
268 -- --------------- 50014,50303
393 47948
1090 --------------- 48130
1100 ------ - .------------- 49282

50 CFR

20 ---------- 48534
26 ---- 49487,49488,49823,50449,50828
32 ------------ 48345, 48535, 50449
33 ---- 49488,49824,49987, 50449, 50828
215------------------------- 49488

PROPOSED RULES:
10 -------- 50010
17 ----------------- 48757,49859
216 ----- 49507,49859,50458,50842

FEDERAL REGISTER PAGES AND DATES-NOVEMBER

Pages
49083-49472 ----------------
49473-49623 ---------------- 
49625-49797 ----------------

Date Pages
8 49799-49967---------------
9 50199-50397----------------
10 50399-50624................
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rules and regulations
" This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER contains regulatory documents hang general applicability and Ieal effect most of which are

keyed to and codified-in the Code of Federal Regulations, which Is published under 50 titles pursuant to 44 U.S.C. 2510.

The Code of Federal Regulations is sold by the Superintendent of Documents. Prices of new honks are lIsted In the first FEDERAL
REGISTER issue of each month.

Title 7-Agriculture

SUBTITLE A-OFFICE OF THE
SECRETARY OF AGRICULTURE

PART 2-DELEGATIONS OF AUTHORITY
BY THE SECRETARY OF AGRICULTURE
AND GENERAL OFFICERS OF THE
DEPARTfENT

- Revision of Delegations of Authority;
Correction

In FR Doe. 76-2641 appearing at page
4251 in the F!EDERAL REGISTER of Janu-
ary 29, 1976, paragraph "(a) (30)" of
§ 2.51 is corrected to read "(a) (31)."

Dated:'November 12,*1976.
RICHARD L. FELTNER,

Assistant Secretary for
Marketing and Consumer Services.

[FR Doc.76-34028 Filed 11-17-76;8:45 am]

CHAPTER I-AGRICULTURAL MARKET-
ING SERVICE, DEPARTMENT OF AGRI--
CULTURE

PART 47-RULES OF PRACTICE UNDER
THE PERISHABLE AGRICULTURAL COM-
MODITIES ACT

Duties and Responsibilities of
Administrative Law Judges; Correction
In FR Doc. 73-23462 appearing at page

30444 in the FEDERAL REGISTER of Novem-
ber 5, 1973, paragraph (d) of § 47.19 was
inadvertently omitted. The omitted para-
graph originally appeared as paragraph
(d) of § 47.19 in FR Dec. 72-6938 at page
9201 in the FEDERAL REGISTER of May 6,
1972 and should have been included as
part of § 47.19 in FR Doc. 73-23462.
Therefore, in FR Doc. 73-23462, § 47.19
appearing on page 30445 is cprrected by
inserting between paragraphs (c) and
(e) paragraph"Td) as follows:
§47.19 Post-hearing procedure before

the examiner. -

(d) Claim for award of lees and ex-
penses-(l) Filing. Prior to the close ol
the hearing, or within 20 days thereafter,
each party may file with the examiner
a claim for the award of the fees and-
expenses which he incurred in connec-
tion with the oral hearing. No award of
fees and expenses to the prevailling
party and against the losing party shall
be made unless a:claimnitherefor has been
filed, and'failure to file a claim within
the time allowed shall constitute a
waiver thereof.-

:(2) Fees and expenses which may be
awarded to prevailitig party. The term
"fees and expenses," as used in section
7(a) of the act, includes: i) Reason-
able fees of an attorney or authorized
representative for appearance at the
hearing and for the taking of deposi-
tions necessary for introduction at the
hearing; (ii) fees and mileage for nec-
essary witnesses at the rates provided

for witnesses in the courts of the United
States; (i) fees for the notarizing of a
deposition and Its reduction to writing;
Qiv) fees for serving subpenas: and (v)
other fees and expenses necessarily in-
curred in connection with the oral hear-
ing. Fees and expenses which are not
considered to be reasonable or necessar-
ily incurred in connection with the oral
hearing will not be awarded.

(3) Form of claim. A claim for fees
and expenses shall be in the form of a
written itemized statement of the fees
and expenses claimed, which shall in-
clude an explanation of how each item
was computed, to which there shall be
attached an affidavit, made by the party
or his authorized attorney or agent hav-
ing knowledge of the facts, that each
such Item is correct and has been neces-
sarily incurred in connection with the
oral hearing in the proceeding and that
the services for which fees are claimed
were actually and necessarily performed.

(4) Service of claim. A copy of each
such claim filed shall be served by the
examiner on the-other party or parties
to the proceeding.
(5) Objections to claim. Within 10

days after being served with a copy of
a claim for fees and expenses, the party
so served may file with the examiner
written objections to the allowance of
any or all of the items claimed. If evi-
dence is offered in support of an objec-
tion it must be in affidivit form. A copy
of any such objections shall be served by
the examiner -on the other party dr
parties.

(6) Reply to objections to claim. A
claimant who is served with a copy of
objections to his claim may, within 10
days after such service, file with the
examiner a reply to such objection. If
evidence is offered in support of a reply
it must be in affidavit form. A copy of
any such reply shall be served by the
examiner on the other party or parties.

t) Further inquiry by examiner.
Whenever it is deemed desirable or nec-
essary for the proper disposition of a
claim, the examiner may request state-
ments as to specific matters from either
or both parties. Any statements so fur-
nished shall be served by the examiner
on the other party.

(8) Number of coples.*All documents
or papers authorized by this paragraph
to be filed with the examiner shall be
filed in triplicate: Provided, That, where
there are more than two parties to the
proceeding an additional copy shall'be
filed for each additional party.

Done at Washington, D.C., this 12th
day of November 1976.

RiCHARD i. FELTNER,
Assistant Secretary.

[FR Doc.76-34027 Filed 11-17-76;8:45 am]

CHAPTER IX-AGRCULTURAL MARKET-
ING SERVICE (MARKETING AGREE-
MENTS AND ORDERS; FRUITS, VEGE-
TABLES, NUTS), DEPARTMENT OF
AGRICULTURE

[Navel Orange Reg. 387]

PART 907-NAVEL ORANGES GROWN IN
ARIZONA AND DESIGNATED PART OF
CALIFORNIA

Limitation of Handling
This regulation fixes the quantity of

Calfornia-Arizona Navel oranges that
may be shipped to fresh market during
the weekly regulation period November
19-25, 1976. It is Issued pursuant to the
Agricultural Marketing 'Agreement Act
of 1937, as amended, and- Marketing
Order No. 907. The quantity of Navel
oranges so fixed was arrived at after con-
sideration of the total available-supply of
Navel oranges, the quantity currently
available for market, the fresh market
demand for Navel oranges, Navel orange
prices, and the relationship of season
average returns to the parity price for
Navel oranges.
§ 907.687 Navel Orange Regulation

387.
(a) Findings. (1) Pursuant to the

marketing agreement, as amended, and
Order No. 907, as amended (7 CFR Part
907). regulating the handling of Navel
oranges grown in Arizona and designated
part of California, effective under the
applicable provisions of the Agricultural
Marketing Agreement Act of 1937, as
amended-t7 U.S.C. 601-674), and upon
the basis of the recommendations and in-
formation submitted by the Navel
Orange Administrative Committee, es-
tablished under the. said amended
marketing agreement and order, and
-upon other available information. It is
hereby found that the limitation of han-
dling of such Navel oranges, as herein-
after provided, will tend to effectuate
the declared policy of the act.

(2) The need for this regulation to
limit the respective quantities of Navel
oranges that may be marketed from Dis-
trict 1, District 2, and District 3 during
the ensuing week stems from the produc-
tion and marketing situation confront-
ing the Navel orange industry.

(ii The committee has submitted its
recommendation with respect to the
quantities of Navel oranges that should
be marketed during the next succeeding
week. Such recommendation, designed
to provide equity of marketing oppor-
tunity to handlers in all districts, re-
sulted from consideration of the factors
enumerated in the order. The committee
further reports that the fresh market de-
mand for Navel oranges is good on lim-
ited supplies. Prices f.o.b. averaged $5.59
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a carton on a reported sales volume of
121 carlots last week, compared with
$6.45 per cdrton. on sales of 24 carlots a
week earlier. c

(ii) Having considered the recommen-
dation and information submitted by the
committee, and other available informa-
tion, the Secretary finds that the respec-
tive quantities. of Navel oranges which
may be handled should be fixed as here-
inafter set forth.

(3) It is hereby further found that it
is impracticable and contrary to the
public interest to give preliminary no-
tice, engage in public rulemaking pro-
cedure, and postpone the effective date
of this .regulation until 30 days after
publication hereof in the FEDERAL REGIS-
TER (5 U.S.C. 553) because the time In-
tervening between the date when infor-
mation upon which this regulation is
based became available and the time this
regulation must become effective in or-
der to effectuate the declared policy of
the act is insufficient, and a reasonable
time is permitted, under the circum-
stances, for preparation for such effec-
tive time; and good cause exists for mak-
ing the provisions hereof effective as
hereinafter -set forth. The committee
held an open meeting during the current
week, after giving due notice thereof, to
consider supply and market conditions
for Navel oranges and the need for reg-
ulation; interested persons were afforded
an opportunity to submit information
and views at this meeting; the recom-
mendation and supporting information
for regulation, including its effective
time, are identical with the aforesaid
recommendation of the committee, and
information concerning such provisions
and effective time has been disseminated
among handlers of such Navel oranges;
it is necessary, in order to effectuate the
declared policy of the act, to make this
regulation effective during the period
herein specified; and compliance with
this regulation will not require any spe-
cial preparation on the part of persons
subject hereto which cannot -be com-
pleted on or before the effective date
hereof. Such committee meeting was
held on November 16, 1976.

(b) Order. (1) The respective quanti-
ties of Navel oranges grown in Arizona
and designated part of California which
may be handled during the period No-
vember 19, 1976, through November 25,
1976, are hereby fixed as follows:

(1) District 1: 910,000 cartons;
(ii) District 2: Unlimited movement; and
(i1) District 3: 90,000 cartons.
(2) As used in this section, "handled,"

"District 1," "District 2," "District 3,"
and "carton" have the same meaning as
when used In said amended marketing
agreement and order.
(Secs. 1-19, 48 Stat. 31. as amended; 7 U.S.C.
601-674.)

Dated: November 17, 1976.
CHARLES R. BRADER,

Deputy Director, Fruit 4nd Veg-
etable Division, Agricultural
Marketing Service. -

[FR Doc.76-34367 Filed 11-17-76; 11:40 am]

RULES AND REGULATIONS

Title 12-Banks and Banking
CHAPTER Ill-FEDERAL DEPOSIT

INSURANCE CORPORATION
SUBCHAPTER B-REGULATJONS AND

STATEMENTS OF GENERAL POLICY

PART 329-INTEREST ON DEPOSITS
Keogh (HR 10) Plans

1. In December 1975 the Board of Di-
rectors ("The Board") of the Federal De-
posit Insurance Corporation ("The
FDIC") adopted an amendment to
§ 329.4(d) of FDIC's regulations govern-
ing the payment of interest on deposits
(12 CFR § 329.4(d)). The amendment
was published at 40 FR 51778. It pro-
vides an exception fromthe penalty pro-
visions embodied in § 329.4(d) in the
case of withdrawal of a time deposit prior
to maturity where the deposit consists
of funds contributed to an Individual"
Retirement Account ("IRA") and with-
drawal takes place when the depositor
reaches age 591/ or thereafter, or upon
the depositor's becoming disabled within
the meaning of 26 U.S.C. § 72(m) (7). By
virtue of separate exceptions to § 329.4
(d), early withdrawal without penalty is
permitted upon the depositor's death.

Sections 329.6 and 329.7 of FDIC's reg-
ulations (12 C.F.R. §§ 329.6 and 329.7)
were hso amended to waive the $1,000
minimum amount requirement on 4-
and 6-year time deposits in the case of
deposits consisting of funds contributed
to an IRA. It was contemplated that
funds contributed to such an account
would, over time, accumulate substan-
tially and eventually far exceed the
$1,000 minimum.

The purpose of the for going amend-
ments was to avoid conflict with the pro-
visions of the Employee Retirement In-
come Security Act ("ERISA"). That Act
provides for IRAs and provides for dis-
cretionary distribution of funds in an
IRA at age 59/2 without imposing sub-'
stantial tax penalties on such a distribu-
tion. The amvndments to § 329.4(d) per-
mit such discretionary distributions
without penalty to the depositor where
funds in an IRA are in a time deposit
which has not yet matured.

Since the adoption of the above
amendment, the FDIC has been urged to
create a similar exception from the with-
drawal penalties for Keogh (HR. 10)
plans. Since the purposes behind Keogh
plans are similar to those underlying
IRSs, the Board sees no purpose In al-
lowing an exception for IRAs while not
allowing a corresponding exception for
Keogh plan funds in time deposits.
Therefore, the Board is adopting an
amendment to § 329.4ed) which will ex-
tend the exception to Keogh plan funds.
The amendment is effective immediately
and parallels similar amendments
adopted by the Board of Governors of
the Federal Reserve System and the Fed-
eral Home Loan Bank Board.

The Board is making corresponding
amendments to §§ 329.6 and 329.7 waiv-
ing the $1,000 minimum for 4- and
6-year time deposits in the case of Keogh
plans as well as IRAs.

In making the foregoing amendments,
the Board expresses no opinion as to the
propriety of depositing Keogh plan funds
in time deposits of less than $100,000 as
opposed to other investment media.

2. Section 329.4(d) of Chapter III of
Title 12 of the Code of Federal Regula-
tions is amended by deleting the last
sentence thereof and substituting the
following sentence:
§ 329.4 Payment of hte deposits before

imaturity.

(d) Penalty on payment of time de-
posits before maturity. * *

The prohibitions contained In this
paragraph (d) shall not apply to a time
deposit consisting of funds contributed to
an Individual Retirement Account es-
tablished pursuant to 26 U.S.C. § 408 or
to a Keogh (H.R. 10) plan established
pursuant to 26 U.S.C. § 401 where the In-
dividual for whose benefit the account
is maintained is 59J, years of age or
older or has become disabled within the
meaning of 26 U.S.C. § 72(m) (7).

3. Section 329.6 of Chapter III of Title
12 of the Code of Federal Regulations Is
amended by deleting footnote 13a thereto
and substituting a new footnote 13a as
follows:

§ 329.6 Maximum rates of interest pay-
able on time and savings deposits by
insured nonniember banks other
than insured nonmember mutual
savings banks."

(b) Deposits of less than $100,000. *
(2) Deposits of $1,000 or more witlh

maturities of jour years or more."' 0 *
4. Section 329.7 of Chapter III of Title

12 of the Code of Federal Regulations Is
amended by deleting footnote 14b there-
to and substituting a new footnote 14b as
follows:

§ 329.7 Maximum rates of interest or
dividends payable op deposits by In.
sured nomnember mutual savings
banks."

(b) Maximum rates payble. '

(4) Time deposits of $1,000 or more
with maturities-of four years or moro.b

(Sec. 9, 64 Stat. 881, 12 U.S.C. 1810, Sea. 10.
64 Stat 891, 80 Stat 824, 12 U.S.C. 1828(g))

'. The $1,000 minimum denomination re-
quirement does not apply to time deposits
consisting of funds contributed to an Indi-
vidual Retirement Account established pur-
suant to 26 U.S.C. § 408 or to time depositt
consisting of funus contributed to a Xcogh
(H.R. 10) plan established pursuant to 20
U.S.C. § 401.

14 * * *

1tb The $1,000 minimum denomination re-
quirement does not apply to time dopositg
consisting of funds contributed to an Indi-
vidual Retirement Account established pur-
suant to 26 U.S.C. § 408 or to time deposits
consisting of funds contributed to a ooegh
(HR . 10) plan established pursuant to 20
11.S.C. § 401.
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5. Since these amendments relax re-
strictions imposed by prior regulations,
therequirementsof §§ 553(b) and 553(d)
of Title 5 of the United States Code and

-§§ 302.1,302.2, and 302.5 of the Rules and
- Regulations of the Federal Deposit In-

surance Corporation with respect to no-
tice, public participation, and deferred
effective date were not followed in con-
nection with their proiiulgation.

6. Effective Date: These amendments
are effective immediately.

By order of the Board of Directors, No-
vember 12, 1976.

FEDERAL DEPOSIT INSURANCE
CORPORATION,

ALAN R. MILLER,
Executive Secretary.

iFRpoc.76-34054 Filed 11-17-768:45 am]

Title 14-Aeronautics and Space

CHAPTER I-FEDERAL AVIATION ADMIN-
ISTRATION, DEPARTMENT OF TRANS-
PORTATION
IDocket No. 76-NW-23-AD; Amendment

39-2771] _,

PART 39 AIRWORTHINESS DIRECTIVES

Boeing Model 727-100/100C Series
Airplanes-

Amendment -39-2720 (41 FR 38759);
AD 76-18-11, as amended by Amendment
39-2736 (41 FR 43713) requires inspec-
tions of the .aft-cargo door lowest side
stop fittings and repair/replacement, as
necessary, on Boeing Model 727-100 and
727-IOOC series airplanes, line numbers I
through 400 inclusive. After issuing
Amendment 39-2736, kacks were detect-
id in the stop fittings at different loca-
tions than for which the AD was isshed.
These cracks initiated in the flange
which attaches to the door transverse

* beam. The cracked fittings were accom-
panied with cracked door frames in the
outboard radius. The cracking was de-
tected after reports of inability to main-
tain pressurization in flight. One air-
plane had cracks in both the lowest and
second from lowest forward fittings and
frame. Therefore, the- AD is bieing
amended to require visual inspections for
cracks in the four lowest side stop fit-
tings (twdforward and two aft) and the
attaching door frame structure. The
eddy current inspection is being deleted
from the AD as it applies only to the ex-

- ternally exposed portion of the stop
fitting.

Since a situation exists that requires
imm6diate adoption of this regulation, it
is found that'notice and public proce-
dure hereon are impracticable and good
cause exists for making this amend-
ment effective in less than 30 days.

In considerationof the foregoing, and
pursuant to the authority delegated-to
me by the Administrator (31 FR 13697),
§ 39.13 of the Federal Aviation Regula-
tidn, Amendment 39-2720 (41 FR 38759)
AD 76-18-11 as amended by Amendment
39-2736 (41 -FIR 43713) is amended as
follows:

1. By amending paragraphs A to read a-,
follows: "Within the next 500 flights from
the effective date of this amendment, unlecz
accomplished within the last 500 flights% vis-
ually inspect the aft cargo deer for cracks
in the four (4) lo%,est side stop fittings (two
forward and two aft) and the attaching deer
frame structure in accordance with Boeing
Alert Service Bulletin No. 727-52-Al02, Re-
vision 2, or later FAA approved revisions.
or in a manner approved by the Chief. En-
gineering and Maufacturing Branch, FAA
Northwest Region. Repeat vizun! inspections
of the lowest forward and aft side fittings
(total of two) and adjacent door frame
structure at intervals not to exceed 1000
flights from the last inspection."

2. By striking out" paragraph B, redesig-
nating paragraph C as paragraph B, and
striking out the words "external" from para-
graph 2b and 2c.

3. By redesignating paragraphs D, E, and
F as paragraphs C. D, and E, respectively.

4. By amending new paragraph C to read
as follows: "Replacement of a lowest side
stop fitting with tr new steel fitting In ac-
cordance with Boeing Alert Service Bulletin
No. 727-52-AZ02, Revision 2. ir later FAA
approved revisions, or equivalent approved
by the Chief, Engineering and Mranufactur-
ing Branch, FAA Northwest Region. consti-
tutes terminating action for this AD at that
fitting, provided the adjacent fitting and
attaching door frame were are inspected and
-found to be crack-free in accordance with
Revision 2 to the service bulletin or equiva-
lent."

The manufacturer's specifications and
procedures Identified and described in
this directive are Incorporated herein
and made a part hereof pursuant to 5
U.S.C. 552(a) (1).

* All persons affected by this.directve,
who have not already received these

-documents from the manufacturer, may
obtain copies, upon request to Boeing
Commercial Airplane Company, P.O. Box
3707, Seattle, Washington 98124. The
documents may also be examined at FAA
Northwest Region, 9010 East Marginal
Way South, Seattle, Washington.

This amendment becomes effective No-
vember 29, 1976.
(Sees. 313(a). 601. and 603 of the Federal
Aviation Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1354(a). 1421,
and 1423) and of Section 6(c) of the Depart-
ment of Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655
(c)) )

The incorporatiofi by reference provi-
sions in the documents were approved
by the Director of the FEDERAL REGISTR
on June 19, 1967.

Issued in Seattle, Washington, Novem-
ber 9, 1976.

J. H. TAzN.;ER,
Acting Director,
Northwest Rclon.

[FR Doc.76-33852 Filed 11-17-76;8:45 am)

[Docket No. 76-GL-22. Amdt. 39-27721

PART 39-AIRWORTHINESS DIRECTIVE

Bellanca Models 17-30, 17-30A, 17-31,
17-31A

There have been failures of the ex-
haust system on Bellanca Model 17-30A
airplanes that could result in cabin air

contamination and heat damage to com-
ponents in the nacelle. Since this condi-

tion is likely to exis or develop in other
airplanes of the same type design, an air-
worthiness directive is being issued to
require periodic inspection of the exhaust
system on Bellanca Models 17-30, 17-
30A. 17-31, and 17-31A airplanes.

Since a situation exists that requires
immediate adoption of this regulation it
is found that notice and public procedure
hereon are Impracticable and good cause
exists for making this amendment effec-
tive in less than 30 days.

In consideration of the foregoing, and
pursuant to the authority delegated to
me by the Administrator (31 FR 13967
and 14 CFR 11.89), § 39.13 of Part 39 of
the Federal Aviation Regulations is
amended by adding the following new
Airworthiness Directive:
BrAL*.cA. Applies to Belianca Medels 17-39,

serials 30-139 tbru 3-262. 17-30A. serials
30-263 and up. 17-31, serials 32-1 thu
32-14,. and 17-31A. serials 32-15 and up,
airplanes certificated In -ll categories.

For airplanes with 200 or more hours time
in service on the effective date of this AD.
compliance is required within the next 10
hours time In service and thereafter at inter-
vals not to exceed 10 hours time in service.

For airplanes with less than 200 hours time
in service on the effective date of this AD
compliance is required before the accumula-
tion of 210 hours time In service and there-
after at Intervals not to exceed 100 hours
time in service.

To prevent exhaust system failures which
could result in cabin air contamination and
heat damage to components in the nacelle
accomplish the following:

(A) Visually Inspect the muffler and tail-
pipe assemblies for cracks paying particular
attention to the ball Joint welds and the out-
lets of the muffler and resonator. Replace de-
fective assemblies with serviceable assem-
blies of the same part numbers.

(B) Inspect the exhausta system for free-
dom of movement at the ball joints by
removing the talpipe support bolts. When
the blits we removed:

(1) The left tailpipe assembly must drop
from its supported position unassLtecL

(2) The right tailpipe assembly must move
from its supported positlon when a two
pound force is applied one inch below the
resonator can 90 to the axis of the resonator.
I.e.. the assembly must move when a two
pound pull is applied one inch below the
resonator can forward and down.

(3) If greater forces than the above are
required:

(a) Disassemble the ball joint and inspect
for surface abnormalities such as galling or
wear marks.

(b) Rework the ball joints as required to
corrct noted discrepancles.

(c) Reassemble the ball joint. Do not
overtighten the clamp as this may distort
ball surfaces.

(4) Repeat (B) (1) thru (B) (3) as re-
-quired .until compliance with (B) (1) and

(B) (2) Is demonstrated.

This amendment becomes effective
November 23, 1976.
(Se e. 313(a). C01. and 603 Federal Aviation
Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1354(a), 1421, and
1423) and of sec. 6(c) Department of Trans-
portatlon Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)).)

Issued in Des" Plaines, Illinois on No-
vember 9, 1976.

LEON C. DAllOHEETY,
- Acting Director,
Great Lakes Region.

IPR Doc.76-33981 Filed 1-17-76;8:45 aml
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[Airspace Docket No. 76-CE-151

PART 71-DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL
AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES, CON-
TROLLED AIRSPACE, AND REPORTING
POINTS

Alteration of Control Zone
e The purpose of this amendment to

Part 71 of the Federal Aviation Regula-
lations is to alter the Omaha, Nebraska
(Offutt AFB) control zone. o

The existing ILS serving Runway 30
at Offutt AFB is being decommissioned
December 31, 1976, and is being replaced
with a new .solid state ILS without the
installation of an Outer Marker. In ad-
dition, the TACAN radial used in the
present designation is incorrect. Accord-
ingly, it is necessary to make minor
changes to the Omaha (Offutt AFB) con-
trol zone designation to delete reference
to the Outer Market and to -'ovide the
correct radial.

Since these changes are minor in na-
ture and impose no additional burden
on any person, notice and public proce-
dure hereon are unnecessary and the
changes may be accomplished by Final
Rule action.

In consideration of the foregoing, Part
71 of the Federal Aviation Regulations
is amended, effective 0901 GMT, De-
cember 30, 1976, as hereinafter set forth:

In § 71.171 (40 FR 354), the following
control zone Is amended to read:

OwAHA, NEBRASKA (OFfur AFB)
Within a 5 mile radius of Offutt Air Force

Base (latitude 41*07'20" N., longitude 95 °

54'35" W.); within 2 miles each side of the
Offutt APB TACAN 310 radial, extending
from the 5 mile radius zone to 7 miles NV
of the tACAN; within 2 miles each side
of the Offutt AFS VoR 310 radial, extend-
ing from the 5 mile radius zone to 1 mile NW
of the VOR; and within 2 miles each side of
the Offutt AFB ILS localizer SE course, ex-
tending from the 5 mile radius zone 2.4 miles.

(Sec. 807(a) Federal Aviation Act of 1958
(49 U.S.C. 1348), and of see. 6(c) Depart-
ment of Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655
(c)) .)

Issued in Kansas City, Missouri, on
October 19, 1976.

JOHN E. SHAW
Acting Director, Central Region.

[FR Doc.76-33982 Filed,11-17-76;8:45 aml

[Airspace Docket No, 76-SW-491

PART 71-DESIGNATION OF FEDERAL
AIRWAYS, AREA LOW ROUTES, CON-
TROLLED AIRSPACE, AND REPORTING
POINTS

Alteration of Transition Area
e The purpose of this amendment to

Part 71 of the Federal Aviation Regula-
tions Is to alter the Hammond, La.,
transition area. 0

On September 30, 1976, a notice of
proposed rulemaking was published in
the FEDERAL REGISTER (41 FR 43184)
stating the Federal Aviation Administra-
tion proposed to alter the Hammond, La.,
transition area.

Interested persons were afforded an
opportunity to participate In the rule-

RULES AND REGULATIONS

making through submission of com-
ments. All comments received were fa-
vorable.

In consideration of the foregoing, Part
71 of *the Federal Aviation Regulations
is amended, effective 0901 GMT, Febru-
ary 24, 1977, as hereinafter set forth.

In § 71.181 (41 FR 440), the Hammond,
La., transition area is amended as fol-
lows:

HAMMOND, LA.

That airspace extending -upward from 700
feet above the surface within a 5-mile radius
of the Hammond Municipal Airport (latitude
30131"15" N., longitude 90°25'00" W.) with-
in 2.5 miles either side of the Hammond
VOR 354

° 
radial extending 2 miles from the

5-mile radius, and within 2.5 miles either
side of the Hammond VOR 128' radial ex-
tending 2 miles from the 5-mile radius.

(Sec. 307(a), Federal Aviation Act of 1958
(49 U.S.C. 1348); Sec. 6(c), Department of
Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)).)

Issued in Foft Worth, Tex., on No-
vember 10, 1976.

i PAUL J. BAKER,
Acting Director, Southwest Region.

[FR Doc.76-33984 Filed 11-17-76;8:45 am]

(Docket No. 16259; Amdt. No. 10471

PART 97-STANDARD INSTRUMENT
APPROACH PROCEDURES

Recent Changes and Additions
This amendment to Part 97 of the Fed-

eral Aviation Regulations incorporates
by reference therein changes and addi-
tions to the Standard Instrument Ap-
proach Procedures (SIAPs) that were re-
cently adopted by the Administrator to
promote safety at the airports concerned.

The complete SIAPs for the changes
and additions covered by this amendment
are described in FAA Forms 8260-3, 8260-
4, or 8260-5 and made a part of the pub-
lic rule making dockets of the FAA in
accordance with the procedures set forth
in Amendment No. 97-696 (35 FR 5609)
SIAPs are available for examination

at the RAules Docket and at the National
Flight Data Center, Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration, 800 Independence Avenue,
SW, Washington, D.C. '20591. Copies of
SLAPs adopted in a particular region are
also available for examination at the
headquarters of 'that region. Individual
copies of SIAPs may be purchased from
the FAA Public Information Center, AIS-
230, 800 Independence Avenue, SW,
Washington, D.C. 20591 or from the "ap-
plicable FAA regional office in accord-
ance with the fee schedule prescribed in
49 CFR 7.85. This fee is payable in ad-
vance and may be paid by check, draft, or
postal money order payable to the Treas-
urer of the United States. A weekly
transmittal of all SIAP changes and ad-
ditions may be obtained by subscription
at an annual rate of $150.00 per annum
from the Superintendent of Documents,
U.S. Government Printing Office, Wash-
ington, D.C. 20402. Additional copies
mailed to the same address may be or-
dered for $30.00 each.

Since a situation exists that requires
immediate adoption of this amendment,

I find that further notice and public pro-
cedure hereon is impracticable and good
cause exists for making it effective In less
than 30 days.

In consideration of the foregoing, Part
97 of the Federal Aviation Regulations is
amended as follows, effective on the dates
specified:
§ 97.23 [Amended]

1. Section 97.23 is amended by origi-
nating, amending, or canceling the fol-
lowing VOR-VOR/DME SIAPS, effective
January 13, 1977.
Merced, CA-Merced Municipal Arpt,, VOR

Rwy 30, Amdt. 10.
Santa Rosa, CA-Sonoma County Arpt,, VOlt

Rwy 32, Amdt. 9.
* 0 * effective January 6, 1977:

Lake City, FL-Lako City Muni Arpt., VOA/
DME-A, Amdt. 1.

Quincy, I.-Quncy Municipal Baldwin Field,
VOR Hwy 3, Amdt. 7.

Quincy, IL--Quincy Municipal Baldwin Fiold,
VOR/DME Rwy 21, Amdt. 2.

Columbia, MO-Columbia Regional Art,,
VOR Rwy 20, Amdt. 6.

Somerville, NJ-Somerset Arpt., VOR Hwy 8,
Amdt. 8.

Beaver Falls, PA-Boaver County, VOn Rwy
28, Amdt. S.

Grove City, PA-Grovo City Arpt., VOI-A,
Amdt. 1.

Hilton Head Island, SC--Hlton Head Arpt.,
VOR/DME-A, Amdt. 5.
• * " effective December 30, 1976:

Gainesville, FT-Gainsvlllo Muni Arpt.,
VOR-A, Amdt. 6.

Jacksonville, F--Craig Muni Arpt., VOR,
Rwy 13, Amdt. 1.

Jacksonvllle, FL-Craig Muni Arpt, VOR
Rwy 31, Amdt. 3.

Panama City, FL-Panama City-Bay County
Arpt., Von Rwy 14, imdt, 9.

Elgin, IL-Elgin Arpt., VOR, Rwy 36, Amdt, 3.
Manhattan, KS-Manhattan Muni Arpt,,

VOn/NDB Rwy 3, Amdt. 8,
Manhattan, KS-Manhattan Muni Arpt.,

VOR-H, Amdt. 7.
Ely, NV-Ely Alrport-Yelland Field, VOR-A,

Amdt. 3.
San Antonio, TX-San Antonio Int'l 4irpt.,
-VOR Rwy 17, Amdt. 22, cancelled.

2. Section 97.25 is amended by origi-
nating, amending or canceling the fol-
lowing SDF-LOC-LDA SIAPs, effective
January 6, 1977.
Quincy, II--Quincy Municipal Baldwin Field,

LOC/DME(BC), Rwy 21, Amdt. 1.
Columbia, MO-Columbla Regional Arpt,,

LOC(BC), Rwy 20, Amdt, 3.

* : * effective December 30, 1976:
Bethel, AK-Bethel Arpt,, LOO/NDB RWy 18,

Original.,
Bethel, AX-Bethel Arpt., LOC/NDB(BC),

Rwy 36, Original.
Jacksonville, FL-Jacksonvllo Int'l Arpt.,

LOCBC Rwy 31, Aimdt. 2.
Akron, OH-Akron-Canton Regional Arpt,,

LOC(BC) Rwy 19, Amdt. 6.
* * * effective December 16, 1976:

Galesburg, IL-Galesburg Municipal Arpt.,
LOC Rwy 2, Original.

3. Section 97.27 is amended by origi-
nating, amending, or canceling the fol-
lowing NDB/ADF SIAPs, effective Janu-
ary 6, 1977.
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and Sec. 6(c) Department of Transportation Safety; § 13.1892 Sales contract, right-
Act, 49 U.S.C. 1655(c).) to-cancel provision; § 13.1895 Scientific

Issued in Washington, D.C., on No- or other relevant facts. Subpart-Offer-
vember 11, 1976. Ing unfair, improper and deceptive in-

ducements to purchase or deal: § 13.1980
JAMES bL VnTZS, Guarantee, in general; § 13-2063 Scien-

Chief, tific or other relevant facts. -
Aircraft Programs Divisin.Aircraft b rogr ce Divisi. ,(Sec. 6. 38 Stat. 721; 15 U.SC. 46. Interprets

Nor.--Incorporation by reference provi- oor applles cec. 5. 38 Stat. 719, as amended;
sions In Hi 97.10 and 97.20 approved by 'the - 15U.S.C. 45.)

Quincy, IL-Quincy micipal Baldwin Field,
lWIIB Rwy 3, Amdt. 11.

Columbia, MO-Columbia Regional Arpt..
NDB Rwy 2, Amdt. 3.

Medford, WI-Taylor County Arpt.. NDB
Rwy33, Amdt. 1. ,
* * * effectiveDecember 30,1976:

Sanford, FL-Sanford Arpt., NDB Rwy 9.
- Amdt. 5.

Titusvllle. FL-Titusvlle-Cocoa Arpt., NDB
Rwy 18; Amdt. 5.

Maniattan.&S-Manliattan Municipal Arpt.,
iDB/VOR-A, Amdt. 11.

San Antonio, TX--San Antonio Int-l Arpt.,
'NDB Rwy 21L, Amdt. I, cancelled.

Hartford. WI-Hartford Muni Arpt., NDB
Rwyll, Original.

* * * effective November 25,1976:

Grand Rapids. MN-Grand Rapids Itasca
County. NDB Rwy 34, Original.

* * * effective November 5,1976:

Crescent City, CA-Jack McNamara Field,
NDB Rwy 11. Original, cancelled.

Laredo, TX-Laredo Int'l Arpt.-, NDB Rwy
17C. Amdt. 2.

4. Section 97.29 is amended by origi-
nating, amending, or canceling the fol-
lowing ILS SIAPs, effective January 13,
1971T.
Merced, CA-Merced Municipal Arpt., ILS

Rwy 30, Amdt. 2.
Santa Rosa, CA-Sonoma County Arpt., ILS

Rwy 32, Amdt. 3.
- *o f effective January 6,1977:

Quincy. IL-Quincy Municipal Baldwin Field.
IS Hwy 3, Amdt. 11.

Columbia, MO-Columbia, Regional Arpt..
ILS Rwy2, Amdt. 4.
* * * effective December 30, 1976:

Panama City, FL-Panama City-Bay County,
ILS Rwy 14, Amdt. 9.

Akron, OH-Akron-Canton Regional Arpt.,
ILS Rwy 1, Amdt. 27.
** *-effectiveNovember 25, 1976:

Grand Rapids,. MN-Grand Rapids Itasca
County. MLS Rwy 34 (Interim)., Original.

Winona, MN-Winona Municipal Max Con-
rad Field, ALS Rwy 29 (Interim). Original.
* * * effective November 5,1976:

Laredo, TX-Laredo Int'l Arpt., ILS Rwy
17C, Amdt. 2.

5. Section 97.33 is amended by origi-
nating, ameiiding, or canceling the fol-
lowing RNAV-SIAPs, effective January
6, 1977.
Quincy, IL-Quincy Municipal Baldwin

Field. RNAV Rwy 13, Amdt. 1.
Quincy. IL-Quincy Municipal Baldwin

Field, RNAV Rwy 31, Amndt. 1.
Columbia, MO-Columbla Regional Arpt.,

RNAV Rwy 20, Amdt. 1.
Hilton Head Island, SC-Hilton Head Arpt.,

RNAV Rwy 3. Amdt. 2.
Hilton Head Island, SC-Hilton Head Arpt.,

RNAVRWy21.Amdt.2.
*** effective December 30,1976:

Jacksonville, FL--Craig Muni Arpt., RNAV
- Rwy 31, Amdt. 4.
Sanford, FL-Sanford Arpt., RNAV Rwy 9,

Amdt. 6.
Carlsbad, N -Cavern ,Cit. Air Terminal,

IRNAV Rwy 141, Original.
(Sees. 307. 313;, 601, 111, Federal Aviation
Act of 1958; 49 "U.S.C. 1438, 1354, 1421, 1510,

urector of the Fedrarl Regisr on £MU y J.z,
1969. (35 FR-5610).

[FR Doc.76-33983 Filed 11-17-76;8:45 mi

Title 15-Commerce and Foreign Trade
CHAPTER X-FOREIGN DIRECT INVEST-
MENTS, DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

REVOCATION OF CHAPTER X
Notice Is hereby given that since the

Department of- Commerce no longer re-
quires the present Chapter X of Title 15
CFR Parts 1020-1050 to carry out its
duties and responsibilities, the present
Chapter X of Title 15 CFR is revoked.

Since this notice relates to agency or-
ganization, it is effective immediately.

JOSEPH E. KAsPuTys,
Assistant

Secretary for Administration.
[FR Doc.76-34043 Filed 11-17-76;8:45 am]

Title 16-Commercial Practices
CHAPTER I-FEDERAL TRADE

COMMISSION
IDocket No. 90201

PART 13-PROHIBITED TRADE PRAC-
TICES, AND AFFIRMATIVE CORRECTIVE
ACTIONS

Creative Replacements, Inc., et al.
Subpart--Advertising falsely or mis-

leadingly: § 13.10 Advertising falsely or
misleadingly: § 13.135 Nature of prod-
uct or service; § 13.155 Prices; § 13.-
155-5 Additional charges unmen-
tioned; § 13.170 Qualities or properties
of product or service; § 13.70-24 Cos-
metic or beautifying; § 13.17030 Dura-
bility or permanence; § 13.190 Results;
§ 13.195 Safety; § 13.205 Scientific or
other relevant facts. Subpart-Contract-
ing for sale in any form bind-
ing on buyer prior to specified
time period: § 13.527 Contracting for
sale in any form binding on buyer prior
to end of specified time period. Subpart-
Corrective actions and/or requirements:
§ 13.533 Corrective actions and/or
requirements; § 13.533-10 Corrective
advertising; § 13.533-20 Disclosures;
§ 13.533-55 Refunds. Subpart-Mis-
representing oneself and goods--Goods:
§ 13.1647 Guarantees; § 13.1685 Na-
ture; § 13.1710 Qualities or properties;
§ 13.1730 Results; § 13.1740 Scientific
or other relevant facts-Prices: § 13.1778
Additional costs unmentioned. Sub-
part--Neglecting, unfairly or deceptively,
to make material disclosure: § 13.1863
Limitations of product; § 13.1870 Na-
ture; § 13.1882 Prlce;-§ 13.1882-10 Ad-
ditional prices unmentioned; § 13.1885
Qualities or properties; § 13.1890

In the Matter of Creative Replacements,
Inc., a corporation, and Nu-Hair Re-
placement Center, Inc., a corpora-
tion, doing business as Nu-Hair -
Repilacement Centres International
Ltd.. and United Hair Extension,.
Inc., a corporation, doing business as
Permanent International, and- Nu-
Hair International of Atlanta, Inc. a
corporation, doing business as Nu-
Hair International of Atlanta, and
Nu-Hair International of Boston,
Inc., corporation, and Jerome
Schrank, and Arthur L. Mazur, and
Michael B. Kaufman, individually
and as officers andlor directors of
said corporations, or any of them.

Consent order requiring a Brooklyn,
N.Y., manufacturer and seller of hair re-
placement products, among other things
to cease misrepresenting guarantees, ap-
pearance, durability, care and safety of
their hair replacement implant systems;
failing to disclose that the system in-
volves surgical procedures which can re-
sult in pain, infection, scarring and skin
disorders, and requires continuing spe-
cial care. Additionally, the order re-
quires that prospective customers be ad-
vised to seek medical consultation prior
to purchase of implant systems; that 15'
percent of all advertisements be devoted
to warning disclo-ure statements; and
provides for a "cooling-off" period during
which customers may cancel their con-
tracts without forfeiting their deposits.

The order to cease and desist, includ-
ing further order requiring report of
compliance therewith, is as follows: 1

It is ordered, That respondents Crea-
tive Replacements, Inc., a corporation.
Nu-Hair Replacement Center, Inc,, a
corporation, doing business as Nu-Hair
Replacement Centres International, Ltd.,
United Hair Extension, Inc., a corpora-
tion, doing business a4 permanent Inter-
national. Nu-Hair International of At-
lanta, Inc., a corporation, doing busi-
ness as Nu-Hair International of At-
lanta. Nu-Halr International of Boston,
Inc., a corporation, their successors and
assigns, and their officers, and Jerome
Schrank (AKA Jerry Jay), Michael B.
Kaufman, and Arthur L. Mazur, individ-
ually and as officers and/or directors of
said corporation, or any of them, and
respondents' agents, representatives, and
employees, dirctlY or through any cor-
poration, subsidiary, division or other de-
vice. in connection with the advertising,

'Copies of the Complaint and the Decision
and Order filed with the original document;.
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offering for sale, sale, or distribution of
an implant hair replacement system
(hereinafter sometimes referred to as
the "System"), or other hair replace-
ment product or process involving sur-
gery, (hereinafter sometimes referred to
as the "System") do forthwith cease and
desist from:

1. Dissiminating or causing to be dis-
seminat~d any advertisement by means
of the United States mails, or by any
means in or affecting commerce as "com-
merce" is defined in the Federal Trade
Commission Act, which advertisement
represents, directly or indirectly:

(a) That the System does not involve
wearing a device or cosmetic which is like
a hairpiece or toupee;

(b) That after the System has been
applied, the hair applied Will become-a
permanent part of the anatomy like
natural hair, or will have the following
characteristics of natural hair:

(i) The same appearance in all ap-
plications as natural hair, upon normal
observation, and upon extreme closeup'
examination;

(ii) It may be cared for like natural
hair, Particularly in that actions such.
as washing, combing, brushing and mus-
sing might be performed on it in the
same manner as might a person with
natural hair;

(ilI) The wearer may engage in physi-
cal activity and movement with the same
disregard for his applied hair as he
would if he had natural hair.

(c) That after the System has been
applied it is safe for all wearers.

(d) That after the gystem has been
applied, the customer can care for it

*himself, and will.not have to seek pro-
fessional or skilled assistance in main-
taining the System, or that the customer
will not incur maintenance costs over
and above the cost of applying the
System.

(e) That such products and the Sys-
tem are guaranteed unless the nature
and extent of the guarantee, the identity
of the guarantor and the manner in
which the guarantor will perform there-
under are clearly and conspicuously dis-
closed; and unless respondents promptly
4nd fully perform all of their obligations
and requirements, directly or impliedly
represented, under the terms of each
such guarantee.

2. Communicating orally or in writing,
or in any other-manner, directly or by
implication, any of the representations
prohibited in Pararaph 1 hereof.

3. Failing to disclose, clearly and con-
spicuously, in all advertising, brochures
and promotional materials, and in all
oral sales presentations, in offering for
sale, selling or distributing the System,
that:

(a) The System involves a surgical
procedure resulting in the implantation
of sutures in the scalp, to which hair is
affixed.

(b) By virtue of the surgical proce-
dure involving implantation of sutures
in the scalp, and by virtue of the sutures
remaining in the scalp, there is a risk of
discomfort and pain, and some risk of
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infection, scarring and other skin dis-
orders.

(c) Continuing- special care of the
System is necessary to minimize the
risks referred to in Subparagraph (b) of
this Paragraph, and such care may in-
volve additional costs for medications
and assistance.

(d) The purchaser is advised to con-
sult with his personal physician about
the System before deciding whether to
purchase it.

Respondents shall set forth the above
disclosures separately and conspicuously
from the balance of each advertisement
or presentation used in connection with
the advertising,- offering for sale, sale,
or distribution of the System, and shall
devote no less than 15 percent of each
advertisment or presentation to such dis-
closures: Provided however, That in ad-
vertisements which consist of less than
ten column inches in newspapers or
periodicals, and in radio or television
advertisements with a running time of
one minute or less, respondents may sub-
stitute the following statement, in lieu
of the above requirements: -

Warning: This application involves surgery
whereby sutures are placed in the scalp. Dis-
comfort, pain, and medical problems may
occur. Continuing care is necessary. Consult
your own physician.

No less than 15 percent of such adver-
tisements shall be devoted to this dis-
closure, such disclosure shall be set forth
clearly and conspicuously from the bal-
ance of each of such advertisements, and
'if such disclosure is in a newspaper or
periodical, it shall be in at least ten point
type.

4. Disseminating, or causing the dis-
semination of any advertisement, by any
means, for the purpose of inducing or
which is likely to induce, directly or in-
directly,' the purchase in or affecting
commerce, as "commerce" is defined in
the Federal Trade Commission Act, of
said System, or any other product, which
advertisements contain any of the repre-
sentations prohibited in Paragraph 1
hereof, or which fail to make any of the
disclosures required by Paragraph 3
herein.

It is further ordered, That respondents
provide prospective purchasers with a
separate disclosure sheet containing the
information required in Paragraph 3 of
this order, Subparagraphs (a) through
(d), thereof, and that respondents advise
such prospective purchasers; subsequent
to receipt of such disclosure sheet, to
consult with a duly licensed physician
who is not associated, directly "or in-
directly, financially or otherwise, with
the respondents regarding the nature of
the surgery to be done, the risks of dis-
comfort and pain, and possible risks of
infection, scarring, and other skin dis-
orders.

it is further ordered, That no contract
for application of respondents' system
shall become binding on the purchaser
prior to midnight of the seventh day, ex-
cluding Sundays and legal holidays, after
the day on which said contract for ap-

plication of the system was executed,
and that:

1. Respondents shall clearly and con-
spicuously disclose orally prior to the
time of sale, and In writing on any con-
tract, promissory note or other Instru-
ment executed by the purchaser In con-
nection with the sale of the system, that
the purchaser may rescind or cancel any
obligation incurred, by mailing or deliv-
ering a notice of cancellation to the office
responsible for the sale prior to midnight
of the seventh day, excluding Sundays
and legal holidays, after the day on
which said contract for application of
the system was executed.

2. Respondents shall provide a sep-
arate and clearly understandable form
which the purchaser may use as a notice
of cancellation.

3. Respondents shall not fail or refuse
to honor any valid notice of cancellation
by a purchaser and within 10 businetvs
days after receipt of such notice, to re-
fund all payments made under the con-
tract or sale and to cancel and return
any negotiable Instrument executed by
the purchaser in connection with the
contract or sale and take any action nec-
essary or appropriate to terminate
promptly any security interest created
in the transaction.

4. Respondents shall nbt negotiate any
contract, promissory note, or other in-
strument of indebtedness to a finance
company or other third party prior to
midnight of the tenth day, excluding
Sundays and legal holidays, after the day
on which said contract for application
of the system was executed.

It is further ordered, That whenever
respondents perform the application of
the system on a customer within 48 hours
from the time of that customer's Initial
contact with respondents, said customer
may rescind or cancel any contract or
agreement executed and any obligation
incurred, by mailing or delivering a no-
tice of cancellation to the office respon-
sible for the sale prior to midnight of
the third day, excluding Sundays and
legal holidays, after the day on which
the system was applied.

In the event of such cancellation, re-
spondents shall refund all payments
made within 10 business days after re-
ceipt of notice of such cancellation: Pro-
vided, That said customer shall assume
any cost incurred for the removal of the
system.

It is further brdered, That respond-
ents serve a copy of this order upon each
physician participating In application of
respondents' system, and obtain written
acknowledgement of the receipt thereof.
Respondents shall retain such acknowl-
edgements for so long as such persons
continue to participate in the applica-
tion of respondents' system.

It is further ordered, That respondents
notify the Commission at least thirty
(30) days prior to any proposed change
in any corporate respondent, such as dis-
solution, assignment, or sale resulting
in the emergence 'of a successor corpo-
ration, the creation or dissolution of
subsidiaries, licensees, or franchisees, or
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any other change in the corporation IDocket No. 90871
which may affect compliance obligations PART 13-PROHIBITED TRADE PRAC-
arising out of the order. -TICES, AND AFFIRMATIVE CORRECTIVE

It is further ordered, That in" the ACTIONS
event that any corporate respondent
merges with another corporation or Food Town Stores, Inc., and Lowe's Food
transfers all or a- substantial part of its Stores, Inc.
.business or assets to any other corpora- (See. 6. 38 Stat. 721; 15 U.S.C. 40. Interpret or
tion or to any other person, said respond- apply Eec. 5. 38 Stat. 719, as amended: see. 7.
ent shall require such successor or trans- 38 Stat. '731, as amended; 15 U.S.C. 45, 18.)
feree to file promptly with the Commis- In the Matter of Food Town Stores, Inc.,
sion a written agreemeht to be bound a Corporation, and Lowe's Food
by the terms of this order: Provided, Stores, Inc., a Corporation
That if said respondent wishes to pre-
sent to the Commission any reasons wly Order disnissink complaint issued
said order should not apply in its pres- against Food Town Stores, Inc., and
ent form to said-successor or transferee, Lowe's Food Stores, Inc., two North Caro-
it shall submit to the Commission a writ- lina retail food stores for alleged viola-
ten statement setting forth said reasons tions of Section 7 of the Clayton Act, as
prior to the consummation of said sue- amended, and Section 5 of the Federal
cession or transfer: Trade Commission Act. The complaint

It is further ordered, That respond- has been dismissed because the proposed
ents forthwith distribute a copy of this merger between the two respondents
order to each of their operating divi- which gave rise to the complaint, has
zions, offices, departments or affiliated been abandoned.
corporations. The order dismissing the complaint is

It is further ordered, That respond- as follows: l
ent Creative Replacements. Inc. serve a ORDER DS USSING CozMiPLua
copy of this order upon each present and
every future licensee or distributor, and The administrative law Judge has cer-
obtain written -acknowledgment of the tified a motion filed by complaint counsel
receipt thereof;' and that respondent and respondents that the complaint be
obtain from each present and future dismissed on the ground that the pro-
licensee or distributor an agreement in posed merger challenged in the com-
writing (1) to abide by the terms of plaint has been abandoned, Upon con-
this order, and (2) to cancellation of sideration of the motion and the papers
their license for failure to do so; and filed therewith:
that respondent cancel the license of It.is ordered, That the complaint be,
any licensee or distributor that fails to and it hereby is, dismissed.
abide by the ternis of this order: Commissioner Dole not participating.

It is further ordered, That respond- The order dismissing the complaint
ents shall forthwith deliver a copy of was issued by the Commission Septem-
this order to cease and desist to all pres- ber 24, 1976.
ent and future personnel of respond- CHPnims A. ToMi,
ents engaged in the ofering for sale, Secretary.
sale or distribution of respondents' Sys- am]
tem or in -any aspect of preparation, IDoc76-34097"Pledll-17-76;8:45al
creation or placing of advertising, and -
that respondents secure a signed state- [Docket No. 89891
ment acknowledging the receipt of said PAR' 13-PROHIBITED TRADE PRAC-
order-from each such person. T 13- AP R MIVE T RE C-

It is further ordered, That the hildi- TICES, AND AFFIRMATIVE CORRECTIVE
vidual respondents named herein ACTIONS
promptly notify the Commission of the - Gifford-Hill & Company, Inc.
discontinuance of their present busi- Subpart-Acquiring corporate stock or
ness or employment and of their affilia- assets: § 13.5 Acquiring corporate stock
tion with a new business or employment, or assets; § 13.5-20 Federal Trade Corn-
Such notice shall include respondents' mission Act.
current buiness address and a statement
as to the nature of the business or em- (Sec. , 3 Stat. 21; 15 US.C. 40. Ianterpmt or
ployment in which they are engaged as apply Saec. 5, 38 Stat. 719, as amended; sc. 7
well as a description of their duties 88 stat. 731, as amended; 15 U.S.C. 45 18.)
and responsibilities. In the Afatter of Gifford-Hill & Corn-

it is further ordered, That the re- pany, Inc., a Corporation
spondents herein shall within sixty (60) Consent order requiring a Dallas,
days after service upon them of thisCommision re-Texas, producer and seller of construo-

- order, file with the Commission a re- tion materials, among other things toport, in writing, setting forth in detail divest itself of the stock, assets and capi-
the manner and form in which they have tal stock of three acquired companies,
complied with this order. Southern Fuloment Corporation. Beck-

Commissioner Dole did not partici-
pate by reason ot absence.

The Decision and Order was issued
by the Commission September 8, 1976.

CHARLEs A. ToBIN,
Secretary.

[Fa Doc.76-34096 Filed 11-17-76;8:45 am]

er Sand & Gravel Company, and Con-
crete Supply Company, within one (1)
year of the effective date of this order.
Further, respondent is prohibited from

I Copies of the Complaint and Order Dis-
missing Complaint filed with the Original
document. *
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acquiring any company ei.gaged in the
sale of construction aggregates within
a specified radius of respondents North
Carolina plant for a period of ten yeart
without prior FTC approval.

The order of divestiture and to cease
and desist, including further order re-
quiring report of compliance therewith,
is as follows: I

ORDER

For the purposes of this Order the fol-
lowing definitions shall apply:

A. "Portland cement"--Includes Types
I through V of portland cement as speci-
fied by the American Society for Testing
Materials. Neither masonry nor white
cement is included.

B. "Ready mixed concrete"--Includes
all Portland cement concrete manufac-
tured and delivered to a purchaser in a
plastic and unhardened state. Ready
mixed concrete includes central mixed
concrete, shrink mixed concrete and
transit mixed concrete.

C. "Concrete block"--Includes all con-
crete masonry and paving block, the es-
sential raw materials of which are port-
land cement, aggregates and water.

D. "Construction aggregates"-Con-
struction aggregates are those materials
which consist of natural sand, gravel
manufactured sand, or crushed stone
suitable in the manufacture of portland
cement concrete.

E. "Respondent" means Gifford-Hill &
Company, Inc. and all of its domestic
subsidiaries, affiliates and their respec-
tive successors and assigns.

L It is ordered. That Respondent, and
its officers, directors, agents, representa-
tive, and employees, within one (1) year
from the date of service of this Order, (I)
divest,-absolutelv, subject to the approval
of the Federal Trade Commission, as go-
ing concerns and as separate and viable
competitor(s), all stock, assets, prop-
erties, rights or prlvileges, tangible and
intangible, including, but not limited to,
all plants, equipment, nachinery, raw
material reserves, inventory, customer
lists, contract rights, trade names, trade-
marks and goodwill, acquired by Re-

- spondent, as a result of the acquisition
of th6 stock and/or assets of Southern
Equloment Corporation, and Becker
Sand & Gravel Comoany, together with
all additions and improvements thereto
and reolacements thereof of whatever
descriotion and (i) divest, absolutely,
subject to the approval of the Federal
Trade Commission. its ownership of the
capital stock of Concrete-Supply Com-
pany.

IL, It is further ordered, That pending
such divestitures, Respondent shall not
make or permit any deterioration or
changes in any of the plants, assets,
machinery, equipment, pronerties. rights
or privileges, tangible and Intangible, to
be divested which would impair their
present capacity or market value.

Il. It is further ordered. That none
of the stock, assets, properties, rights or
privileges, tangible and intangible, re-
quired to be divested be sold or trans-

I Copies of the Complaint and Decision and
Order lledwith the original document.
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ferred, directly or indirectly, to any per-
son who is at the time of the divestiture
an officer, director, employee, or agent of,
or under the control or direction of, Gif-
ford-Hill & Company, Inc., or any of its
subsidiaries or affiliates or who owns or
controls, directly or indirectly, more than
one (1) percent of the outstanding shares
of voting stock of Gifford-Hill & Com-
pany, Inc., or any of its subsidiaries or
affiliates, or successors or assigns thereof,
without the prior approval of the Federal
Trade Commission, or, directly or in-
directly, to Martin-Marietta Corpora-
tion, B. V. Hedrick Gravel & Sand Co.,
Lessees of B. V. Hedrick Gravel & Sand
Co., or W. R. Bonsal-Company, their re-
spective subsidiaries, affiliates, stock-
holders, directors, officers, employees,
lessees, successors, agents or assigns, or
to the lessees, successors, agents or as-
signs of such stockholders, directors, of-
ficers or employees. Without the prior
approval of the Federal Trade Commis-
sion, each divestiture herein required
shall be concluded with separate and un-
related acquirers.

IV. It is further ordered, That for a
period of ten (10) years from the date of
service of this Order, Respondent shall
cease and desist from acquiring, directly
or indirectly, without the prior approval
of the Federal Trade Commission, the
whole or any part of the share capital,
assets or any interest of any company,
corporation or partnership engaged in
the sale of construction aggregates within
a three hundred (300) mile distance of
Respondent's cement plant located at
Harleyville, South Carolina, or the whole
or any part of the share capital, assets
or any interest of any company, corpora-
tion or partnership engaged in the sale
of ready mixed concrete or concrete block
within a three hundred (300) mile dis-
tance of Respondent's cement plant lo-
cated at Harleyville, South Carolina,
which purchased more -than 40,000
barrels or 7,520 tons of portland cement
In any of the three (3) years preceding
the proposed acquisition.V. It is further -ordered, That for so
long as Respbndent holds, directly or in-
directly, any security interest or promis-
sory note received as whole or part con-
sideration in the sale effecting each di-
vestiture required by Paragraph I hereof
or retains directly or indirectly, a bona
fide lien, mortgage, deed of trust, or other
security interest in any of the stock,
property, plants- or equipment divested,
Relpondent, without the prior- approval
of the Federal Trade Commission, may
provide no more portland cement to that
plant or group of plants than an amount,
in tons, equal to more than (i) fifty per-
cent (50 percent) of the portland cement
consumed by the plant or group of plants,
respectively, during the three (3) calen-
dar years following such divestiture, (ii)
forty perfent "(40 percent) for *the next
such three (3) calendar years, and (iii)
thirty percent (30' percent thereafter.
When Respondent ceases to hold, directly
or indirectly any such security interest,
promissory note, lien, mortgage or deed
of trust, or other security interest in any
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of the stock, property, plants or equip-
ment divested, the restriction provided
for in this Paragraph V shall no loriger
be applicable.

VI. It is further ordered, That with re-
spect to the divestitures required herein,
nothing in this Order shall be deemed to
prohibit Respondent from accepting con-
sideration which is not entirely cash and
from accepting and enforcing a 1Promis-
sory note, mortgage, deed of trust or
other interest for the purpose of securing
to Respondent payment of the price re-
ceived by Respondent in connection with
each divestiture required by Paragraph I
hereof; Provided, however, That should
Respondent by enforCement of such in-
terest, or for any other reason, regain
direct or indirect ownership or control
of any of the divested assets, properties,
rights and privileges, tangible and intan-
gible, said ownership or control shall be
expeditiously redivested subject to the
provisions of this Order as soon as pos-
sible, but in no event beyond one (1) year
from the date of reacquisition.

VII. It is further ordered, That Re-
spondent shall, within sixty (60) days
from the date of service of this Order,
and every sixty (60) days thereafter un-
til the divestitures are fully effected, sub-
mit to the Commission a detailed written
report of its actions, plans and progress
in complying with the divestiture pro-
visions of this Order, and fulfilling its
objectives. All reports shall include,
among other things that will be from
time to time required, a summary of all
contacts and negotiations with any per-
son or persons interested in acquiring
the stock, assets, properties, rights or
privileges, whether tangible or intangi-
ble, to be divested under this Order, the
identity of each such person or persons,
and copies of all written communica-
tions to and from each such person or
persons. Annual Reports of compliance
with the remaining provisions, of this
Order shall be submitted to the Commis-
sion on the anniversary date of the serv-
ice of this Order.

VIII. It is further ordered, That Re-
spondent provide a copy of this Order to
each purchaser of stock, plants and as-
sets divested pursuant to this Order at or
before thetime of purchase.

Commissioner Dole did not participate
by reason of absence.

The Decision and Order was issued by
the Commission September 28, 1976.

JAIEs A. ToBiN,
Acting Secretary.

[PR Doc.76-34077 Filed 11-17-76;8:45 aml

:Docket No. C-28411

PART 13-PROHIBITED TRADE PRAC-
TICES, AND AFFIRMATIVE CORRECTIVE
ACTIONS

Nosoma Systems, inc., et al.-
Subpart-Coercing and intimidating:

, § 13.356 Delinquent debtors. Subpart-
Corrective actions and/or requirements:
§ 13.533 Corrective actions and/or re-

quirements; § 13.533-45 Maintain rec-
ords.
(Sec. 6, 38 Stat. 721; 15 U.S.C. 40. Interprot
or applies sec. 5, 38 Stat. 719, as amendcd:
15 U.S.C. 45.)
In the Matter of Nosoma Systems, Inc.,

a Corporation, Dbing Business as
Capital Collection Service, Central
Credit Collectors and Wood bury
Credit Systems, and Capital Collec-
tion Service of Vineland, Inc., i Cor-
poration, and Capital Collection
Service of Willingboro, Inc., a Cor-
poration, and Capital Collection

'Service of Willingboro, Ino., a Cor-
poration, and Thomas L. Norris, in-
dividually and as an Officer of Said
Corporations, and John G. Marshall,
Jr., Individually and as an Offlccr
of Nosoma Systems, Inc. and Capital
Collection Service of Atlantic City,
Inc., and R. J. Sopourn, Jr., Individ-
ually and as an officer of Nosoma
Systems, Inc, and Capital Collection
Service of Willingboro, Inc.

Consent order requiring a Vineland,
N.J., debt collection agency and three of
its affiliates, among other things to cease,
prior to obtaining a judgment, from com-
municating or threatening to communi-
cate with a debtor's employer or other
parties, other than spouse or attorny,
'who have no liability for the debt. Fur-
ther, if respondents do not reveal that
the inquiry concerns debt collection they
may communicate with third parties to
locate a debtor whose whereabouts are
genuinely unknown, or to determine the
extent of a debtor's income or property.

The order to cease and desist, Including
further order requiring report of com-
pliance therewith, is as follows:"

ORDER
It is ordered, That respondents Nooma

Systems, Inc., a corporation doing busi-
ness as Capital Collection Service,. Cen-
tral Credit Collectors and Woodbury
Credit Systems, and Capital Collection
Service of Vineland, Inc., Capital Collec-
tioAi Service of Atlantic City, Inc. and
Capital Collection Service of Wlllngboro,
'Inc., corporations, their successors and
assigns, and their officers and Thomas L.
Norris, John G. Marshall, Jr. and R. J.
Sopourn, Jr., Individually and as officers
of some or all of said corporatiohs, and
respondents' agents, representatives and
employees, directly or through any cor-
poratibn, subsidiary, division or other de-
vice, in connection with the collection of
consumer debts, In or affecting com-
merce, as "commerce" is defined In the
Federal Trade Commission Act, as
amended, do forthwith cease and desit
from:

Communicating or threatening to
communicate with the debtor's em-
ployer or any agent of the employer or
any other person not liable for the debt
other than the spouse or the attorney
of the debtor;

1 Copies of the Complaint and Deolsion and
Order filed with the original docmtent.
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Provided, however, That nothing
herein shall prohibit such communica-
tions in order ,to locate a debtor whose
whereabouts are genuinely unknown to
the creditor and respondents, to deter-
mine the nature and extent of the debt-
or's property or income, or pursuant
to an order of a court, nor shall any-
thing herein prohibit respondents from
engaging an attorney or an agent, if au-
thorized by the creditor, for the purpose
of collection of the alleged indebtedness;
and - •

Further provided, That in the course
of an attempt to locate a debtor or de-
termine the extent of his income or
property the use of any language or sym-
bol, on envelopes or in the contents
therein or any oral communication in-
dicating that the communication relates
to the collection of a debt shall be
deemed'a communication of the alleged
debt prohibited by this order.

It is further ordered, That respond-
ents shall maintain for a period of two
years with respect to each delinquent
debtor, records which shall consist of

,copies of all collection letters, dunning
notices, requests- for information and
similar correspondence delivered to such
debtor or third parties or an indication
of what form items were sent; a record
or tabulation of all telephone calls made
to or about the debtor showing the
identity of the caller, the date and time
of the call, the identity of the recipient
of the call the telephone number called,
the purpose and result of the call; and
copies of all documents pertaining to

- collection efforts such as referral to law-
yers or other agencies and legal docu-
ments utilized in collection efforts.

It is further ordered, That the re-
spondents shall forthwith distribute a
copy of this order to each of their oper-
ating divisions, collection managers and
to all personnel or other parties includ-
ing attorneys and collection agencies re-
sponsible for or engaged in the collection
of consumer debts.

it is further ordered, That respond-
ents notify the Conmission at least 30
days prior fo any .proposed change in
any of the corporate respondents such
as dissolution, assignment, or sale re-
sulting in the emergence of a successor
corporation or corporations, the crea-
tion or dissolution of subsidiaries or any
other change in the corporations which
may affect compliance obligations aris-
ing out of the order.

it is further ordered, That each in-
dividual respondent named herein
promptly notify the Commission of the
discontinuance of his present business
or employment, and of each affiliation
with a new, business or employment. In
addition, for a period of ten years from
the effective date of this order,-the re-
spondent shall promptly- notify the
Commission of each affiliation with a
new business or employment whose ac-
tivities include the collection of con-
sumer debts, or of his affiliation with a
new business or -employment in whicb
his own duties and responsibilities in.
volve the collection of consumer debts

Such notice shall include this respond-
ent's new business address and a state-
ment of the nature of the business or
employment in which the respondent is
newly engaged as well as a description
of respondent's dutles and responsibili-
ties in connection with the business or
employment.

The expiration of the notice provision
of this paragraph shall not affect any
other obligation arising under this order.

It is further ordered, That the re-
spondents herein shall within sixty (60)
days after service upon them of this or-

. der, file with the Commission a report,
in writing' setting forth in detail the
mamer, and form in which they have
complied with this order.

It is further ordered, That no provi-
sion of this order shall be construed in
any way to annul, invalidate, repeal ter-
minate, modify or exempt respondents
from complying with agreements, orders
or directives of any kind obtained by any
other agency or act as a defense to ac-
tions instituted by municipal or state
regulatory agencies. No provision of this
order shall be construed to imply that
any past or future conduct of respond-
ents complies with the rules and regula-
tions of, or the statutes administered by
the Federal Trade Commission.

Commissioner Dole not participating
by reason of absence.

The Decision and Order was issued by
the Commission September 28, 1976.

CHAnRrs A. ToBli
Secretary.

SFR Doc.76-34098 Filed 11-17-76:8:45 am]

[Docket C-28421
PART 13-PROHIBITED TRADE PRAC-

TICES, AND AFFIRMATIVE CORRECTIVE
ACTIONS
Owens-Coming Fiberglas Corporation

Subpart-Advertising falsely or mis-
leadingly: § 13.10 Advertising falsely or
misleadingly: § 13.160 Promotional
Sales Plans: § 13.170 Qualities or prop-
erties of product 6r service; § 13.170-34
Economizing or saving; § 13.170-48 In-
sulating; § 13.190 Results; § 13.205
Scientific or other relevant facts. Sub-
part--Corrective actions and/or require-
ments: § 13.533 Corrective actions and/
or requirements; § 13.533-20 Disclo-
sures; § 13.533-45 Maintain records;
§ 13.533-45(a) Advertising substantia-
tion. Subpart-Faillng to maintain rec-
ords: § 13.1051 Falling to maintain
records; § 13.1051-10 Accurate. Sub-
part--Misrepresenting oneself and
goods-Goods: § 13.1710 Qualities or

, properties; § 13.1730 Results; § 13.1740
Scientific or other relevant facts. Sub-
part-Neglecting, unfairly or deceptively.
to make material disclosures: § 13.1895
Scientific or other relevant facts. Sub-
part-Offering unfair, improper and de-
ceptive inducements to purchase or deal:

" § 13.2063 Scientific or other relevant
facts.

L (Sec. 6. 38 Stat. 721; 16 U.S.C. 46. Interpret&
- or applies sec. 5, 38 Stat. 719. as amended:

15 U.S.C. 45.)

In the Matter of Owens-Corning Fiber-
glas Corporation, a Corporation

Consent order requiring a Toledo, Ohio.
manufacturer, seller, and distributor of
fibrous glass products, among other
thinge' to cease misrepresenting the
amount of energy or money the con-
sumer can save as a result of installin
respondent's insulation. misrepresenting
the basis for savings claims; misrepre-
senting the insulation characteristics of
Its product; and failing to disclose berti-
nent facts and conditions which are sig-
nificant to the customer and which affect
the savings claim made. Further. re-
tising claims made.

The order to cease and desist, includ-
Ing further order requiring report of
compliance therewith, is as follows: t

ORDzR
It is ordered, That respondent Owens-

Coming Fiberglas Corporation, a corpo-
ration, its successors and assigns, and
respondent's officers, agents, representa-
tives and employees, directly or through
any corporation, subsidiary., vii on, or
other device, in connection with con-
sumer advertising, offering for sale, sale
or distribution of fibrous glass insulation
for residential buildings, in or affecting
commerce, as "commerce" is defined in
the Federal Trade Commission Act, do
forthwith cease and desist from:

(1) Misrepresenting. in any advertis-
ing or sales promotion material, directly
or by implication, that respondent has
a reasonable basis for statements or rep-
resentations which are made concerning
the amount of energy or money the con-
sumer can save as a result of installing
said insulation.

(2) Making any statements or rep-
resentations in any advertising or sales
promotion material, directly or by im-
plication. concerning the insulating
characteristics of said insulation or the
savings in money or energy which con-
sumers can realize as a result of install-
ing said insulation, unless at the time of
such representation, respondent has a
reasonable basis for such statements or
representations. Such reasonable basis
shall consist of competent scientific, en-
gineering, or other objective material or
industry-wide standards based on such
material.

(3) Misrepresenting, in any advertis-
ing or sales promotion material, directly
or by implication, the amount of energy
or money which a consumer can save as
the result of installing said insulation.

(4) Misrepresenting, in any advertis-
lng or sales promotion material, directly
or by-implication, the facts, conditions,
or assumptions upon which energy or
money savings claims are based.

(5) Failing to disclose in advertising
or sales promotion material cohtaining
money or energy savings claims, facts
and conditions which, within the con-
fines of the medium being used, are sig-
nificant to the consumer and which af-
fects the amount of money and energy a

t Copies of the Complaint and Derision and
Order filed with the original document
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consumer can save by installing said
insulation.

It is further ordered, That respondent
Owens-Corning Fiberglas Corporation, a
corporation, its successors and assigns,
and respondent's officers, agents, repre-
sentatives - and employees, direftly or
through any corporation, subsidiary,
division or other device, in connection
with consumer advertising, offering for
sale, sale or distribution of fibrous glass
insulation for residential buildings, in
or affecting commerce, as "comnierce" is
defined in the Federal Trade Commission
Act, do forthwith cease and desist from
failing to maintain and produce accurate
records which may be inspected by cam-
mission staff members upon reasonable
notice:

(a) Which consist of documentation
in support of any claims included in ad-
vertising or sales promotion material, in-
sofar as the text of such material is pre-
pared or is authorized and approved by
any person who is an officer or employee
of respondent Owens-Corning Fiberglas
Corporation, or of any division-or sub-
division of respondent, br by any adver-
tising agency engaged by respondent or
by any such division or subsidiary, which'
concern the insulating characteristics of
said insulation or the sayings which con-
sumers can realize from the installation
of said insulation; and

(b) Which provided the basis upon
,which respondent relied as of the time
those claims were made; and

(c) Which shall be maintained by re-
spondent for a period of three (3) years
from the date such advertising or sales
promotion material was last dissemi-
nated.

It is further ordered, That the re-
spondent corporation shall forthwith
distribute a copy of this order to each of
its operating divisions selling or distrib-
uting said insulation.

It is further ordered, That respondent
notify the Commission at least thirty
(30) days prior to any proposed change
in the corporate respondent which may
affect compliafice obligations arising out
of the order, such as dissolution, assign-
ment, or sale resulting in the emergence
of a successor corporation, the creation
or dissolution of subsidiaries engaged in
the domestic sale or distribution of fi-
brous glass insulation for residential
buildings.

It is further ordered, That respondent
herein shall, within sixty (60) days after
service upon them of this order, file with
the Commission a report,'n writing, set-
ting forth in detail the manner and form
in which it has complied with this-order.

Commissioner Dole not participating
by reason of absence.

The Decision and Order was issued by
the Commission September 30, 1976.

Jn-sEs A. TOBIn,
Acting Secretary.

IF Doc.76-34078 Filed 11-17-76.;8:45 am]

[Docket C-2839]

PART 13-PROHIBITED TRADE PRAC-
TICES, AND AFFIRMATIVE CORRECTIVE
ACTIONS

Tri-State DriverTraining, Inc., et al.
Subpart-Advertising falsely or mis-

leadingly: § 13.10 Advertising falsely or
misleadingly; § 13.15 Business status,
advantages, or connections; § 13.15-20
Business methods and policies; § 13.15-
30 Connections or arrangements with
others;.§ 13.15-70 Financing activities;
§ 13.15-195 Nature; § 13.15-225 Per-
sonnel or staff; § 13.15-265 Service;
§ 13.42 Connection of others with

-goods; § 13.50 Dealer or seller assist-
ance; § 13.55 Demand, business or other
opportunities; § 13.60 Earnings and
profits; § 13.71 Financing; § 13.115
Jobs- and employment service; § 13.143
Opportunities; § 13.155 Prices; § 13.-
155-5 Additional charges unmentioned;
§ 13.160 Promotional sales plans; § 13.-
175 Quality of product or service;
§ 13.185 Refunds, repairs, and replace-
ments; § 13.19Q- Results; § 13.205 Sci-
entific or other relevant facts; § 13.225
Services; § 13.250 Success, use or stand-
ing; § 13.260 Terms and conditions.
Subpart-Corrective actions and/or re-
quirements: § 13.533 Corrective actions
and/or requiiemelts; § 13.533-20 Dis-
closures; § 13.533-25 Displays, in-house;
§ 13.533-45 Maintain records; § 13.533-
45(c) Complaints; §,13.533-55 Refunds,
rebates, and/or credits.

Subpart-Delaying or withholding cor-
rections, adjustnments or action owed:
§ 13.677 Delaying or failing to deliver
goods or provide services or facilities.
Subpart--Failing to maintain records:
§ 13.1051 Failing to maintain records;
§ 13.1051-20 Adequate. Subpart-Fur-
nishing means and instrumentalities of
misrepresentation or deception: § 13.1055
Furnishing means and instrumentalities
of misrepresentation or deception. Sub-
part-Misrepresenting - oneself and
goods-Business status, advantages or
connections: § 13.1370 Business meth-
ods, policies, and practices: § 13.1395
Connections and arrangements with
others; § 13.1417 Financing activities;
§ 13.1520 Personnel or staff; § 13.1535
Qualifications; § 13.1553 Services.-
Goods: § 13.1608 Dealer or seller assist-
ance; § 13.1610 Demand for or business
opportunities; § 13.1615 Earnings and
profits; . 13.1670 Jobs and employment;
§ 13.1697 Opportunities in product or-
service; § 13.1725 Refunds; § 13.1730
Results; § 13.1740 Scientific or other
relevant facts; § 13.1755 Success, use,
or stahding; § 13.1760 Terms and con-
ditions; § 13.1760-50 Sales contract.-
Prices: § 13.1778 Additional costs un-
mentioned; § 13.1823 Terms and condi-
tions-Promotional Sales Plans: § 13.-
1830 Promotional sales plans.

Subpart-Neglecting, unfairly or de-
ceptively, to make material disclosure:
§ 13.1863 Limitations of product; § 13.
1870 Nature; § 13.1882 Prices; § 13.
1882-10 Additional prices unmentioned;

§ 13.1892 Sales contract, right-to-can-
cel provision; § 13.1895 Selehtific or
relevant facts; § 13.1905 Terms and

-conditions; § 13.1905-50 Sales contract.
Subpart-Offering unfair, Improper and
deceptive inducements to purchase or
deal: § 13.1935 Earnings and profits;
§ 13,1960 Free service; § 13.1995 Job
guarantee and employment; § 13,2015
Opportunities In product or service;
§ 13.2063 Scientific or other relevant
facts; § 13.2089 Terms and conditions;
§ 13.2085 Tuition.
(Sec. 6. 38 Stat. 21; 15 U.S.C, 46, Interprets
or applies see. 5, 38 Stat. 719, as amended;
15 U.S&C. 45)

In the Matter of Tri-State Driver Train-
ing, Inc., a corporation, and Robert
L. Wise. and Robert J. Kuhn, indi-
vidually and as offlcers of said cor-
poration.

Consent order requiring a Middletown,
Ohio, truck driver training school, among
other things to cease misrepresenting the
role of salespersons, industry affiliations,
job demand, earnings, placement serv-
ices, and financing arrangements; failing
to disclose prior to sale, names of firms
currently hiring graduates, the place-
ment rate and salary range for gradt-
ates; failing to disclose purchaser's right
to cancellation and refund within ten
days; and failing to honor valid cancel-
lations. Additionally, respondents are re-
quired to institute and enforce a moni-
toring program and maintain pertinent
records.

The order to cease and desist, Includ-
ing further order requiring report of
compliance therewith, Is as follows:

ORDER

It is ordered, That respondents Tr-
State Driver Training, Inc., a corpora-
tion, its successors and assigns, and of-
ficers; and Robert L. Wise and Robert J.
Kuhn, individually and as officers of said
corporation, and respondents' officers,
agents, representatives, and employees,
directly or through any corporation, sub-
sidiary, division or other device, In con-
nection with the advertising, offering for
sale, sale or distribution of courses of
study and instruction In truck driving or
any other subject, trade or vocation', or
in connection with any other product or
service in or affecting commerce, as
"commerce" is defined In the Federal
Trade Commission Act, do forthwith
cease and desist from:

1. 1, Representing, directly or by im-
plication, orally or in Writing, that:

(a) Employment Is being offered when
the real purpose of such offer is to ob-
tain leads to prospective purchasers of
such training courses.

(b) There is a need or demand of any
size, proportion or magnitude for per-
sons conipleting any of the courges off-
ered by the respondents In the field of
truck driving or any other field, or other-

Copies of the Complaint, Appendices, and
Decision and Order filed with the original
document..
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wise representing that opportunities for
employment, or opportunities of any size,
figure or number are available to such
persons or that persons completing said
courses will or may earn any specific
amount of money, or otherwise repre-
senting by anyr means the prospective
earnings of such persons except as here-
after provided in Paragraph 9 of the
Order.
(c) Respondents have been requested

by trucking companies or any other busi-
ness or organization to train persons for
specific jobs;.or misrepresenting, in any
manner, respondents' connection or affil-
iation with any ifidustry or any member
thereof.

(d) Graduates of respondents' courses
will be qualified thereby for employment
as truck drivers without further training
or experience.
" (b) Any payments made by prospective

enrollees prior to the undertaking of a
formal obligation to respondents may be
refunded to such enrollees upon request;
or misrepresenting in any manner the
nature of any payments made by such
enrollees.

(f) After payment of the initial or reg-
istration fee, enrollees will be permitted
to defer the payment of any balance re-
maining for tuition until after they have
graduated and commenced employment
as truck drivers; or misrepresenting in
any manner the terms and conditions un-
der which tuition payments are to be
made.

(g) Respondents will finance the bal-
ance of tuition remaining after the pay-
ment of the initial or registration fee or
will arrange for such financing by okhers,
unless such financing is in fact provided

- by respondents or by others that are spe-
cifically named to enrollees.

(h) Respondents or others-provide a
placement service which will assure Jobs
for graduates of their courses.

(i) Graduates of said courses are as-
sured of placement in the positions for
which they have been trained; or repre-
senting that graduates of said courses
will easily attain employment.

(j) Respondents' courses provide any
stated minimum number of hours of
road-driving instruction, when such rep-
resentations do not accurately disclose
the actual number of hours of behind-
the-wheel road-driving instruction fur-
nished to enrollees; or misrepresenting,
-in any manner, the number of actual
hours of behind-the-wheel road-driving
instruction furnished to enrollees.

(k) Any person engaged in the promo-
tion, offering for sale, sale, distribution
or other use of respondents' courses is d
trained admissions counselor or voca-
tional counselor; or misrepresenting the
training, experience, title, qualifications
or status of such -person or the import or
meaning of any advice given by or any
other statement made by any such per-
son.

(1) Respondents accept only qualified
candidates for enrollment in their
courses.

2. Placing advertisements in "Help
Wanted" columns, or failing to specify,

clearly and conspicuously, as a condition
to the publication of classified advertise-
ments seeking leads to prospective pur-
chasers, that such advertisements be
published only in the education. instruc-
tion or similar columns of classified
advertising.

3. Failing to disclose, in writing, clearly
and conspicuously, prior to the signing
of any contract, to any prospective en-
rollee of any truck driver training course
offered by respondents, the following
information:

(a) The title 'Important Informa-
tion" printed in ten (10) point bold face
type across the top of the form.

(b) Paragraphs providing the follow-
ing Information:

-(1) Many employers of truck drivers
prescribe a minimum age of twenty-one
(21) years of age for drivers.

(2) Mlany employers of truck drivers
give preferential consideration in hiring
to driver-applicants who are twenty-five
(25) years of age.

(3) many employers of truck drivers
give preferential consideration in hiring
to driver applicants with actual truck-
driving experience.

4. Failing to disclose, clearly and con-
spicuously, in advertisements, in catalogs,
brochures and on letterheads that re-
spondents' business Is a private school.
,5. Utilizing the services of, brokers, or

solicitors who engage in any of the acts
or practices prohibited by this Order, or
who otherwise misrepresent in any way
the training program offered by respond-
ents, the type of training equipment uti-
lized by respondents, the tuition-financ-
ing arrangements, the assistance fur-
nisled to graduates in obtaining employ-
ment and the availability of employment
opportunities, and other matters.

6. Failing to place the title "Contract"
or "Agreement" in bold face type, on any
document which evidences an agreement
between an enrollee and respondents for
the purchase of any of the courses of-
fered by respondents.

7. Failing to disclose, in writing, clearly
and conspicuously, prior to the signing
of any contract, to any prospective en-
rollee of any course offered by respond-
ents, the full cost of such course includ-
ing the fee for any residential training,

8. Failing to keep adequate records
which may be inspected by Commission
staff members upon reasonable notice
-which substantiate the data and infor-
mation required to be disclosed by Para-
graph 9 of this Order and prescribed in
Appendix A.=

9. Failing to disclose, in writing, clearly
and conspicuously, prior to the signing
of any contract, to any prospective en-
rollee- of any course of instruction of-
fered by respondents, the following infor-
mation in the format prescribed in Ap-
pendix A -and for a base period desig-
nated as described in Appendix B: 2

(a) The number and percentage of en-
rollees who have failed to complete their
course of instruction, such percentage
to be computed separately for each
course of instruction offered by respond-

eFiled as purt of the original document.

ents -at each school, location or facility;
(b) The placement rate, ratio or per-

centage for enrollees and graduates, and
also the numbers upon which such rates,
ratios or percentage to be computed
separately for each course of instruction
offered by respondents at each school,
location or facility;

(c) The salary range of respondents'
graduates as to the same graduates used
to compute the placement .percentage in
(b) above;

(d) A list of firms or employers which
are currently hiring graduates of said
courses in substantial numbers and in
the positions for which such graduates
have been trained, and the number of
such graduates hired, as to the same
graduates used to compute the .place-
ment percentage in (b) above.

Provided, however, this Paragraph
shall be inapplicable to any school newly
establish by respondents in a metro-
politan area or county, whichever is
larger, where they previously did not
operate a school, or to any course newly
introduced by respondehts, until such
time as the new school or course has
been in operation for the base period
established pursuant to Appendix B as
prescribed in this Paragraph. However,
during such period, the following state-
ment, and no other, shall be made in
lieu of the Appendix A Disclosure Form
required by this Paragraph:

DsscaOsu NOTIcM
This school [or course, as the case may bel

has not been In oparation long enough to
Indicate what. if buy, actual employment or
salary may result upon graduation from this
school [coursel.

10. (a) Contracting for the sale of
any course of instruction in the form of
a sales contract or any other agreement
which does not contain in immediate
proximity to the space reserved in the
contract for the signature of the pros-
pective enrollee in bold face type of a
minimum size of ten (10) points, a state-
ment in the following form:

You. the prospective enrollee, may cancel
thL transaction at any time prior to mid-
night or the tenth business day after the date
of this transaction. See attached notice of
cancellation form. for an explanation of this
right.

(b) Failing to furnish each prospec-
tive enrollee, at the time he signs the
sales contract or otherwise agrees to en-
roll if a course of instruction offered by
respondents, a complete form in dupli-
cate. which shall be attached to the con-
tract or agreement, and easily detach-
able.-and which shall contain in ten
(10) point bold face type the following
information and statements:

No0Ucz o7 CASCELLATxocr

(Enter date of transaction.)

You may cancel this transaction. without
any penalty or obligation. within ten (10)
businez days from the above date.

If you cancel, any payments made by you
under the contract or sale. and any negoti-
able Instrument executed by you will be re-
turned within ten (10) business days follow-
lng receipt by the seller or your cancellation
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notice, and any security interest arising out graph (a) of this Paragraph with a form
of the transaction will be cancelled, returnable to the respondents qlearly

If you cancel, you must make available to stating his or her intention to be bound
the seller at your residence, in substantially
as good condition as when received, any goods by and to conform his or her business
delivered to you under this contract or sale: practices to the requirements of this
Or you may, if you wish, comply with the Order; retain said statement during the
instructions of the seller regarding the return period said person or entity is so en-
shipment of the goods at the sellers' expense gaged; and make said statement avail-
and risk.

If you do make the goods available to the able to the Commission's staff for inspec-
seller and the seller does not pick them up tion and copying upon request;
within twenty (20) days of thedate of your (c) Respondents herein inform each
notice of cancellation, you may retain or dis- person or entity described in subpara-
pose of the goods without any further obliga- graph (a) of this paragraph that the re-
tion. If you fail to make the goods available spondents will not use or engage or will
to the seller, or if you agree- to return the
goods to the seller and fail to do so, then terminate the use or engagement of any
you remain liable for payment for said goods. such party, unless such party agrees to

To cancel this transaction, mail or deliver and does file notice with the respondents
a signed and dated copy of this cancellation that he or she will be bound by the pro-
notice or any other written notice, or send a visions contained in this Order;
telegram, to: (Name of seller), at: (address (d) If such party as described in sub-
of seller's place of business) not later than paragraph (a) of this paragraph will notmidnight of -------- prgah()othsprrphw nt

date -- agree to file the notice set forth in sub-

I hereby cancel this transaction. paragraph (b) above with the respond-
------------------------------. ents and be bound by the provisions of
Date Buyer's signature this Order, the respondents shall not use

(c) Failing to orally inform each pro- or engage or continue the use or en-

spective enrollee of his right to cancel at gagement of such party to promote, offer
etime he signs acontract or agreement for sale, sell or distribute any course ofthe tinstruction included within the scope of

for the sale of any course of instruction.(d) Misrepresenting in any manner the this Order'
(e) Respondents herein inform theprospective enrollee's right to cancel. persons or entities described in subpara-

(e) Failing or refusing to honor any graph (a) above that the respondents
valid notice of cancellation by a prospec- are obligated by this Order to discon-
tive enrollee and within ten (10) busi- tinue dealing with or to terminate the
ness days after the receipt of such.no- use or engagement of persons or entities
tice, to: (i) refund .all payments made who continue on their own the deceptive
under the contract or sale; (ii) return -acts or-practices prohibited by this
any goods or property traded-in, in sub- Order;
stantially as good condition as when re- (fW Respondents herein institute a
ceived by respondent; (iii) cancel and program of continuing surveillance ade-
return any negotiable instrument exe- quate to reveal whether the business
cuted by the prospective enrollee in con- practices of each said person or entity
nection with the contract or sale. described in subparagraph (a) above

(f) During the cancellation period conform to the requirements of this
described herein, respondents shall not Order;
initiate contacts with such contracting (g) Respondents herein discontinue
persons other than contacts permitted dealing with or terminate the use or
by this paragraph, engagement of any persolh described in

11. Making any representations of any subparagraph (a) above,, who continues
kind whatsoever, which are not already on his or her own any act or practice pro-
proscribed by other provisions of this .hibited by this Order as revealed by the
Order, in connection with theadvertis- aforesaid program of surveillance.
ing, promoting, offering for sale, sale or (h) Respondents herein maintain'files
distribution of courses of study, training containing all inquiries or complaints
or instruction in the field of truck driver from any source relating to acts or prac-
training or any other course offered to tices prohibited by this Order, for a pe-

,-the public In any field in commerce, for riod of two ears after their receipt, and
which respondents have no reasonable that such files be made available for
basis prior to the making or dissemini- examination by a duly authorized agent
tion thereof, of the Federal Trade Commission dur-

12. Furnishing or otherwise plac~Ing in ing the regular hours of the respond-
the hands of others the means and in- ents' business for inspection and copying.
strumentalities by and through which - 2. It is further ordered, That respond-
the public may be misled or deceived in ents herein present to each interested
the manner, or by the acts and practices applicant or prospective student immedi-
prohibited by the Order. ately prior to the commencement of any

1. It is further ordered,'That: (a) Re- interview or sales presentation con-
spondents herein deliver, by registered ducted at any location other than re-
mail, a copy of this Decision and Order spondents' offices during which the pun-
to each of their present and future fran- chase of or enrollment in any course of
chisees, licensees, employees, sales repre- instruction offered by respondents herein
sentatives, agents, solicitors, brokers, in- is discussed or solicited, a 5"X7" card
dependent contractors or to any other containing only the following language:
person who promotes, offers for sale, o wns BE TALKING TO A s ATSPERSON
sells or distributes any course of instruc-
tion included within the scope of this 3. It is' further ordered, That respond-
Order; ent corporation shall forthwith distrib-

(b) Respondents herein, provide each ute a copy of this Order to each of its
person or entity so described in subpa-ra.- operating divisions.

4. It is further ordered, That the re-
spondent Tri-State Driver Training, Inc.,
shall notify the Commission at least
thirty (30) days prior to any proposed
change in the corporate respondent such
as dissolution, assignment or sale re-
sulting in the emergence of a successor
corporation, the creation or dissolution
of subsidiaries or any other change In
the respondents which may affect com-
pliance obligations arising out of this
Order.

5. It is further ordered, That the in-
dividual respondents named herein
promptly notify the Commission of the
discontinuance of their present business
or employment and of their affiliation
with a new business or employment. Such
notice shall include respondents' current
business or employment in which they
are engaged as well as a description of
their duties and responsibilities.

6. It is further ordered, That the re-
spondents herein shall within sixty (60)
days after service upon them of this
Order, file with the Commission a report,
in writing, setting forth in detail the
manner and form in which they have
complied with this Order.

Commissioner Dole did not participate
by reason of absence.

The Decision and Order' was Issued by
the Commission September 20, 1976,

CHARLES A. Tonn,
Secretary.

[ [FR Doc.76-340D9 Filed 11-17-70;8:45 am]

Title 17-Commodity and Securities
- Exchanges

CHAPTER I-SECURITIES AND
EXCHANGE COMMISSION

[Release SAB-121

PART 211-INTERPRETIVE RELEASES
RELATING TO ACCOUNTING MATTERS
Subpart B-Staff Accounting Bulletins

PUBLICATION OF STAFF ACCOUNTING
BULLETIN NO. 12

The Division of Corporation Finance
and the Office of the Chief Accountant
today announced the publication of Staff
Accounting Bulletin No. 12. The state-
ments in the Bulletin hre not rules or in-
terpretations of the Commission nor are
they published as bearjig the Commis-
sion's official approval; they represent
interpretations and practices followed by
the Division and the Chief Accountant
in administering the disclosure require-
ments of the federal securities laws.
I Staff Accounting Bulletin No. 12 pro-
vides interpretations of Accounting So-
res Release No. 190 (41 FR 13596) and
four illustrative disclosures. Accounting
Series Release No. 190 (the adoption of
Rule 3-171 of Regulation S-X (17 CFR
210.3-17)) requires the disclosure of re-
placement cost data by certain regis-
trants effective for years ending on or
after December 25, 1976.

'The term "rule" has been replaced by the
appropriate section number of the Code of
Federal Regulations. Accordingly, Rule 3-17
is referred, to as § 210.3-17.
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Dated: November 10, 1976.

GEORGE A. FTzsMt=ONS,
Secretary.

CHANGES TO STAFF ACCOUNTING BULLETIN NO.
10

In SAB No. 10 (41 FR 35163) (which also
interpreted ASR. No: 190) the following was
included regarding the use of indices:

2. GENERaL

•F. USE OF INDICES

FACTS

Many companies plan to use indices and
other publicly available data in the deter-
mnation of the replacement cost of produc-
tive capacity.

QUESTION

Is the use of indices an acceptable ap-
proach to the determination of replacement
cost?

MTTERPRETIVE RESPONSE

If the use of the indices results In a rea-
sonable approximation of replacement cost
computed on an item-by-item basis (or other
appropriate method), the use of such indices
will be acceptable. It is important to note,
however, that in many instances the use of
Indices *111 result in reproduction cost which
mayrnot be a reasonable approximation of
replacement cost.

The above "Question" and "Interpretive
Response" are replaced with the following:

QUESTION 1

Is the use of indices an acceptable ap-
proach to the determination of replacement
cost?

INTERPILETIVEVRSPONSE

Any logical approach to the estimation of
replacement cost is acceptable provided it
results in a conclusion which reasonably ap-
proximates the replacement Cost of produc-
tive capacity.

The estimation of the replacement cost of
productive capacity'is basically a two-step
process- Management must first decide If ex-
isting capacity would be replaced with assets
similar to those presently owned or if dif-
ferent assets would be required because of
technology advances, new governmental reg-
ulations, or other caurrent economic and op-
erating considerations. The second step is
the selection of appropriate methods to price
the replacement assets. In many cases. a
combination of direct pricing methods and
indexing will be required.

Typically, indices do not reflect techno-
logical changes to any appreciable extent.
Adjusting the original cost of presently cw-ed
assets by appropriate Indices results in the
current cost to reproduce those assets. Re-
production cost may be eauvitalent to reolace-
ment cost if existing productive cavacity
would be replaced using assets sihllar to
those presently owned. However, if replace-
ment cost is to be estimated on the basis of
using assets different from those presently
owned, because of technological changes or
other factors, measurement techniques other

'than indexing are usually required.

QUESTION. 2

-When facilities have undergone technolog-
ical change, particularly when existing fa-
cilities are no longer manufactured or would
not be replaced-in the'same form, is the use
of indices feasible?

INTERPRETIVE RESPONSE

For those assets which would not be re-
placed thikough reproductloi, normally some

repricing will be required to reflect the re-
placement cost of productive capacity.

For structures which will be replaced in a
different form, unit pricing is one acceptable
method of estijmating replacement cost. If
the structures are an Integral part of the
manufacturing process, as In a brewery or
chemical facility, the functional pricing
method may be appropriate.
. As with structures. machinery and equip-
ment which has been affected by technologi-
cal change usually requlre specific Identifi-
cation of the replacement or rubstitute fa-
cillties to serve as a basis for estimating re-
placement costs using a direct, unit, or func-
tional pricing technique. However, because a
large number of assets may be Involved. this
procedure may be costly and time consuming.
Sampling techniques may be used In these
situations to minimize the number of Items
requiring direct pricing. The cost of estlmat-
Ing replacement costs of property, plant, and
equipment which have undergone technolog-
ical change can be. reduced accordingly.

Using one sampling technique, the estl-
mated replacement cost, based on direct
pricing, of the Items In the sample divided
by the items' Indexed original cost results In
a factor which approximates the effect of the
technological change. If the sample is repre-
sentative of the total group of asets from
which It was taken, the technological change
factor computed for the sample may be ap-
plied to the Indexed historical costs of other
items in the group to adjust for the effects
of technological change for the entire group.

The heading b. Construction Contracts
under 5. Limited Use Assets is changed to
read b. Items Produced Under Contract.

NEW INTERPRETATIONS

5. Lnum USE Ass=s

b. ITESis PRODUCED UvnER CONTaAcT

FACTS

Many companies build products to cus-
tomer specification after negotiating a bind-
ing contract for the purchase of the par-
t1cular product.

QUESTION

Are the replacement cost disclosures spec-
Ified In § 210.3-17(a) and (b) required for
such inventories and cost of vales?

ITEaWRETIVE RESPONSE
One of the principal reasons the dis-

closures under § 210.3-17(a) and (b) are re-
quired is that during periods of changing
prices significant distortions can occur in
financial statements employing historical
cost inventory accounting teclnlque. This
is particularly true In the income statement
where operating results can be significantly
affected -by "inventory profits.- Inventory
profits result from holding Inventories dr-
lng a period of rising Inventory costs and are
measured by the difference between there-
-placement cost of an Item and Its historical
cost at the date the Item becomes specific to
the requirements of a particular customer
(frequently the date of sale). Different
methods of accounting for inventories can
affect the degree to which Inventory profits
are Included and identifiable In current In-
come, btlt no method based upon historical
cost always eliminates or discloses this profit
explicitly.

Such profits do not reflect an incre;o In
the economic earning power of a business
and they are not normally repeatable in the
absence of continued price increases. Accord-
ingly, the staff considers disclosure of the

impact of material Inventory profits on re-
ported earnings and the trend of reported
earnings important Information for inves-
torn In asessing the quality of earnings and
unhierstanding the relationship between cost
changes and changes in selling prices.

Many companies build products to cus-
tomers' specificatlons and do not acquire
materials or expend efforts to any consequen-
tial degree until the customer signs a
binding contract for the purchase of the

'particular product. In such instances, in-
ventory profits of the nature described in
the preceding paragraph do not occur.
Further, many believe that costs incurred
pursuant to such contracts differ in nature
from other types of inventories. Such costs
are believed to be more the nature of an ac-
count receivable and for this reason should
be excluded from replacement cost dis-
closures.

Notwithstanding the above, a form. of In-
ventory profit (or less) may arise where a
binding purchase contract for an item being
built to customer specification exists. If the
acquisition prices or materials and labor are
greater or less than that originally estimated.
the ultimate profit or lass on the Item pro-
duced will be affected. (The staff acknowl-
edges that price changes are not the only
factors that Impact profit levels in the pro-
ductlon of Inventories to customer specifica-
tion and encourages the disclosure of other
factors which assist financial statement
reader In understanding the results achieved
on the contracts.) Some contracts contain
escalation provisions which allow some or all
unanticipated cost Increases to be passed on
to customers (and some contain provisions
which require that a reduction in the pur-
chase price be granted the customer if antici-
pated cost levels do not occur); however,
many contracts do not contain such provi-
slons and the gals or losses resulting from
unanticipated price movements (which may
not be repeated in future periods) accrue to
the contractor.

The staff does not believe that the specific
disclosures required by § 210-3-17 (a) and
(b) are necemsary for products built to speci-
fication under binding contracts. Nonethe-
less, the staff does believe that readers of
flfanclal statements should be provided with
data as to the general magnitude of price
increases for Items customarily bult by the
contractor (for example, airplanes by air-
craft manufacturers or ships by ship build-
ers) and the contractor's ability to pas such
price increases on to its customers. The staff
belireve that during the initial years of
implementing §2103-17 (a) and (b) com-
paUles should be allowed flexibility in these
disclosures.

The following is a possible disclosure for a
ship builder whose contracts do not contain
ezcalatton clauses:

The Company constructs ships under fixed
price contracts. In arriving at the contract
price of a ship, the company prepares de-
tailed cCt estimates based on forecasts of
the timing and exteut of future increases in
the cost of laor, niaterials and overhead. To
the extent the company's estimates- differ
from actual price increases, 'an increased or
decreased profit on the contract will result.
It is not practicable for the company to cal-
culate for all contracts the extent to which
prices have Increased differently from that
forecast at the time the original cost esti-
mte3 were prepared. However. with the ex-
ception of the contract with the Venezuelan
government, management Is not aware of
any contract where price increases have both
differed materially from that orizinally esti-
mated and materially affected operating
profits. On the Venezuelan government con-
tract. costs have increased by approximately
810,000,000 In excess of those forecast.
thereby reducing operating profit by a like
amount.
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Based upon a sampling of recurring costs
to construct ships the company estimates
the cost of ships has increased in 1976 by
approximately 18% to 25% dependent upon
the characteristics of the ship. In bidding
upon future ship construction contracts the
prices bid by the company will reflect these
cost increases and a margin of profit gen-
erally consistent with the 'levels bid and
achieved by the company in the past.

FACTS

Some companies that build products to
customer specification carry inventories of
basic materials and subassemblies which are
commonly used in manufacturing the com-
pany's products. These lnventoriqs are held
in anticipation of the receipt of orders.

QUESTION I

Should replacement cost of such inven-
tories be disclosed?

INTERPRETIVE RESPONSE
Yes.

QUESTION 2

Should the "inventory profits" related to
such inventories be disclosed and if so how
should they be measured?

INTERPRETIVE RESPONSE

The impact of inventory profits should be
disclosed (generally as an upward adjust-'
ment to historical cost of sales) and should
be based on the difference between the his-
torical cost of the inventory and the re-
placement cost of the inventory at the date
the inventory becomes specific to the require-
ments of a particular customer (which will
generally be the date of use or allocation).

FACTS

Some companies enter into binding con-
tracts for the future delivery of products
(e.g., the delivery of one thousand units of
inventory for a fixed price for each of, the
next twelve months) that are substantially
the same as those manufactured in antici-
pation of non-contract customer orders.

QUESTION

Are the replacement cost disclosures spe-
cified in § 210.3-17(a) and (b) required in
such circumstances? -

INTERPRETIVE RESPONSE

Yes; such products are not manufactured
specific to the requirements of a particular
customer (i.e., they may be used to fulfill
the requirements of alternative, customers)
and therefore should be treated consistent
with other inventories which are available
to ' fulfill the requirements of various
customers.

6. REPLACEMENT COST OF PRODUCTIVE CAPACITY

IX. * REPLACEMENT OF -EXISTING ASSETS WITH
ASSETS HAVING GREATER PRODUCTIVE CAPACITY

FACTS

Frequently managements will have the
intention of replacing existing productive
capacity with assets having greater capacity.

QUESTION I

In these situations, how should the re-
placement cost of existing productive ca-
pacity be determined?

INTERPRETIVE RESPONSE

In most instances, if management intends
to replace existing capacity with different as-
sets, that intent should be recognized In the
replacement cost data. The results will then
indicate to the extent possible the direction
of the company.

Whenever replacement with a new asset
configuration is assumed, there are at least
two types of situations that can be dis-
tinguished:

(a) If management could reasonably as-
sume that it would replace with greater
capacity and that such capacity could be
utilized, then only the portion of total costs
attributable to existing capacity should be
disclosed as the replacement cost of existing
productive capacity. This allocation would be
appropriate even though a replacement op-
portunity exists with capacity equivalent to
that presently owned.

(b) If management expects to produce in
the future at the same level as it currently
produces but would be required to replace
with higher capacity because equivalent ca-
pacity replacements Were not available, then
replacement cost woulcLbe the total costs of
the higher capacity.

QUESTION 2

If management can reasonably assume that
It will replace with greater capacity and that
such capacity can be utilized (see (a) in the
Interpretive Response to Question I above),
should the allocation of total cost to exist-
ing capacity be made upon a linear basis
(i.e., if the capacity of the replacement asset
Is twice that of the existing assets, the re-
placement cost of the existing assets would
be one-half of the cost of the replacement
assets) or is some other approach more
appropriate?

INTERPRETIVE RESPONSE

A linear approach may not be appropriate
in all situations. Technical engineering writ-
ings provide considerable evidence that costs
in many situations tend to change exponen-
tially rather than linearly. Replacement cost
comnutations, which are designed to measure
costs attributable to existing capacity, should
incorporate methods of attribution that are
as realistic as nossible if the resulting infor-
mation is to be useful. Accordingly, the fact
that the relationship between cost and ca-
pacity may be linear, exponential, etc., should
be recognized. The following situations may
be distinguished:

(a) When the assumed replacement con-
figuration, capacity must be scaled down to
existing capacity, engineers freouently em-
ploy the' following exponential function,
called the "six-tenths" rule, as a rough av-
proximation of the cost of a different capacity
level:

RCE= RCNX[-C ] 0.0

where

RCE=Replacement cost of existing assets;
RCN=Replacement cost of larger, more effi-

cient assets;
PCE=Productive capacity of existing assets;

and
PCN=Productive capacity of larger, more effi-

cient assets.

Frequently, the estimate resulting from the
use of the above formula will be sufficient for
compliaice with § 210.3-17. However, the en-
gineering literature also notes that, while this
approach in many cases is a significant im-
provement over use of a linear relationship,
mechanical application may result In inac-
curate results. Accordingly, consideration
must be given to factors such as the follow-
ing:

(1) Costs for certain types of equipment
may follow a different exponential cost curve.

(2) Breaks in cost curves may occur when
some specific capacity size is passed.

(3) Different exponents may be applicable
to different capacity levels for the samd type
of equipment. - -

(b) In other cases, a linear relationship
may be appropriate. For example, if a com-
pany intends to replace existing capacity, by
acquiring new capacity that represonts 25
percent of a new facility built in conjunc-
tion with other users, then 25 percent of
the total cost of the new facility would
likely be the appropriate measurement. An-
other instance in which linear computations
may suffice is a situation involving a rela-
tively small increase in capacity level-say
less than, 10 percent to 20 percent, In such
instances, dependent upon the exponent, the
differences between an expotential conputa
tion and a linear compuation are frequently
not material.

In conclusion, an exponential relationship
such as the "six-tenths" rule is generally an
improvement over linear extrapolation when-
ever fairly substantial changes in capacity
are involved. As a practical matter, this
means that some involvement of knowledge-
able engineers or others famlliar with the
measurement of cost behavior will typically
be advisable if significant chanVes in the
scale of capacity are part of replacement cost
computations. At the same time, it should be
noted that any method of resealing capacity
Is typically facilitated by using a cost-per-
unit-of-output approach.

L, FEE TIMBER

FACTS

Many companies in the forest resources
industry meet a portion of their fiber needs
through the ownership and management of
fee (i.e., owned) timberlands, Many such
companies attempt to perpetuate the pro-
duction of timber from fee lands by employ-
ing a "sustained yield" concept whereby an-
nual timber volume removals are planned not
to exceed, on average, the timber volume ex-
pected to be grown annually. Thus, the fiber
potential of a company's timberlands nor-
mally will not decrease from its present level,
and the underlying lands will never need to
be replaced,

QUESTION 1

If a company is following the sustained
yield concept, is it acceptable to calculate
(1) the replacement cost of fee timber on
the basis of reforestation costs'and the forest
management expenditures that would be re-
quired to bring a harvested crea to a state
of maturity equal to that of the company's
presently existing fee timber holdings and
(2) the effects on income on a replacement
cost basis using the annual cost of.refores-
tation and forest management with appro-
priate adjustments for significant departures
from a sustained yield harvest?

INTERPRETIVE RESPONSE

Yes. Such an approach would be consistent
with an "entity's normal approach to re-
placement of capacity."

QUESTION 2

If the approach suggested above is fol-
lowed, how should replacement cost dis-
closures be made?

INTERPRETIVE RESPONSE

The disclosure of the replacement cost of
fee timber should identify separately the ex-
penditures required for reforestation, and
also the amount of forest management ex-
penditures that would be required to bring
a company's fee timberlands from a har-
vested state to the state of maturity of
today's timber holdings.

It is important to note that the disclosure
relating to the replacement cost of fee tim-
ber pertains to expenditures incurred in the
replacement process, not to the accounting
treatment of such expenditures, Capitaliza-
tion practices with respect to reforestation

FEDERAL REGISTER, 'VOL. 41, NO. 224-THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 18, 1976

50816



RULES AND REGULATIONS

and timber management expenditures vary
within the industry. Therefore, care should
be exercised in preparing the disclosure so
that no inference can be drawn that these
expenditures, when made, would necessarily
be capitalized. For this reason, it is sug-
gested that the aggregate amount of expendi-
tures related to replacing standing fee timber
not be included in any overall tabular sum-
mary of replacement costs. It is appropriate.
however, for individual companies to discuss,
in narrative form, the nature of and reasons
for the difference (1) between the historical
cost of standing fee timber, as disclosed in
the company's historical balance sheet, and
the expenditures required to replace such
timber and (2) between amoufnts charged to
historical cost of sales for fee timber har-
vested, as shown in the historical cost income
statement presented by the company, and the
amount disclosed as replacement cost of sales
for such timber.

7. DEPRATION ON REPLAcEncSNT CosT BASIS

d. DEPRECIATION WHEN COUIPOSTE 'IETHOD IS

USED

FACTS

Many companies plan to use a composlte
method, such as functional pricing, to esti-
mate the replacement cost of productive

capacity. Such methods result In groups of
replacement assets differing In composition
from existing assets because of technological
changes, new environmental requirements.
and various other factors.

,QUESTION

How should replacement cost depreciation
and the current depreciated replacement cost
of productive capacity be estimated In th _oe
situations?

INTERPRET.'.=IE flEspO sE

A number of acceptable approaches have
been brought to the staffs attention, and
none appear to warrant designation as being
appropriate In all circumstances. Generally.
replacement cost depreciation expec may
be computed-by using the appropriate com-
posite life of the existing group of as.ets.

The determination of accumulated re-
placement cost depreciation may present a
special problem. Because of the Interaction
of changes in prices, composition of asmsots.
and timing of aquLsitions. the ratio of total
accumulated depreciation to total cost on a
historical cost basis may differ from that on
a replacement cost basis.

For example, the *following tabulation
summarizes a group of assets with replace-
ment cost data estimated on an individual
asset basis:

Historical R lrement

Depreciation I Deprel.aton

Year acquired Cost Life in years Prov~ison Accumu- Cost Prorya Accumu.
for UK76 lated at for 1% 6 3 lticd at

De. 31,1976 De.31. W760

1961 -------------- $1,000 20 S50 00 SUN $10 S_400
1968 2, 000 10 200 1.600, 5.,000 oo00 4Z
1969 -------- 3,000 10 0 2,400 61000 000 4.600
1971 ............. 5,000 25 200 1,200 7,000 M I LtY
19 755. -00O 16 250 00 4,000c '0
1976 -------------- 5,00 5 1,000 1,000 6,000 1,0M 1,000

Total ------ 20,000 -------- 2,000 7,700 B0,000 2,o0 14.c0

I Based on a full year's depreciation provislon the yes
Assumed no changes in prices during 1976.

If, instead, replacement cost were esti-
mated at $30,000 on a composite basis (e.g..
functional pricifg), the following illustrates
the difference in the accumulated deprecia-
tion ratios:
Estimated replacement of the

group ---------- ------------- 30, 000
Historical ratio of accumulated de-

preciation to -cost ($7,700-
$20,000) (pot.) -- 8-,--------------381S

Indicated -replacement cost accu-
mulated depreciation ----- --- _ $11.550

Replacement cost accumulated de-
preciation computed on an asset-
by-asset basis, per above ...- $14,880

One approach to the computation of re-
placement cost accumulated depreciation is
to make a detailed analysis of the assets for
which replacement cost was estimated on a
group basis and, to-the extent possible, match
the replacement assets with the historical
assets. The staff, however, believes that in

.most cases alternative techniques can be
applied to reduce clerical effort in making the
computations.

'For instance, using the data from the ex-
ample above, a welghted-average life of the
historical assets could be computed, as
follows:

Year Historical Aga In Ago
acquired cost Years extcalon

1961 --------- $1.000 10 $l0.0Om
196s8--------- -O00 9 A0003
90% .......... 3,000 8 21. 0C

1971 .......... ,5,000 0 o.ro
1975 ---------- 4. 00 2 8.0
1976 ---------- 5.000 1 . 0

TotaL.. 20,000 .............. 101.00

Divided by total historical cost_--. 20. 000

Weighted-average age (yra) -----

Estimated replacement cost of pro-
ductive capacity ------------

Composite historical depreciation
rate ($2.000+$20.000) (pct)----

Estimated replacement cost depre-
ciation--------------------

Welghted-average age (yrs) -----

5.05

$30,000

10

$3,000
5.05

Approximate accumulated replace-
ment cost depreciation_ _...... $15.150

Thd staff considers this approach accept-
able in the circumstances de=crlbed above,
Other approaches for computing accumu-
lated replacement cost depreciation In spe-

cfic circumstances suggested to the staff
include the following:

1. ClassIfying replacement cost assets to
the lowest functional level for which his-
torlcal cost depreciation records are main-
tained and then applying to the replacement
cost amounts the historical ratios of ac-
cumulated depreciation to coat

2. Applying a general or specific Index to
year-end historical cost balances for cost and
accumulated depreciation and then recom-
puting a ratio of accumulated depreciation
to historical cost. This adjusted ratio may be
more rcpreentative than the unadjusted
ratio for purposes of application to the esti-
mated replacement cost of productive ca-
pacity.

3. Using the historical ratio of accumulated
depreciation to cost. In many cases, this ap-
proach would be acceptable. When used,
r-lstrants should be aware of the potential
problem described in "Facts" above and make
adjustments, If necessary.

11. EKASWLEs oP RErxACEz.%-, CosT

IFACTS

It would be helpful to many registrants
which are required to report replacement
cost data to cee examples Bf replacement cost
disclosures.

QUESTION

Are any examples of replacement cost dis-
closures available?

At tho September 16 and 17,1976 meetings
of the Disclosure Subcommittee of the Re-
placement Cost Advisory Committee, the staff
of the Commi3son and the members of the
subcommittee prepared four examples of re-
placement cost d"sosures.

Thesu examples are published here to serve
as a guide to registrants. They do not repre-
cent the staff's or the subcommittee's view of
what constitut2s minimum or maximum dis-
closure. An important omission from these
examples is the many supplemental disclo-
surea that are po=Able (eg. gain or loss from
holding monetary assets and liabilities,
economic value or net realizable value of
properties. etc.).

The.e examples also contain disclosures
of the methods employed in'computing the
replacement cost data. The fact that a partic-
ular method has been described does not
Imply that It is the only method that can
or chould be used in developing the data; nor
dues it imply that the method described is
appropriate in all circumstances.

The dollar amounts contained in the -ex-
amples are hypothetical: they do not relate
to any known company and the relationship
of one amount to another (for example, the
relationship of gross and net property, plant
and equipment on a historical cost basis to
the came amounts on a replacement cost
basto) may not be indicativd of the relation-
chips various registrants experience.

XAMPrX 1: A PUsrIC UTXLITT

Norz X.-Replacement Cost Data (Un-
audited).

The following data compare utility plant
investment and related accumulated depre-
ciation as phown on the balance sheet for the
Company and Its consolidated subsidiaries at
December 31. 1976 with the approximate cost
to replace such plant at that date, at prices
In effect in late 1976. They also compare the
accumulated depreciation that would have
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been provided had past depreciation accruals
contemplated such replacement costs.

As At
stated, replace- Differ-

at ment tnce
Dec. 31, cost

1976

Utility plant investment:
Subject to replacement

cost disclosure ........ $10,000 $16, 000 $6,000
Included at historic cost. 2,000 2,000 ......

Total ................. 12,000 18,000 6,000
Accumulated depreciation.. 2,000 3,000 1,000

Net utility plant -
knvestment ------- 1 0,000 15,000 5,000

In developing the replacement cost approxi-
mations, it was assumed that (identify signif-
icant technological improvements available
and planned, such as nuclear power genera-
"tors or electronic switching systems) and
that latest known technological developments
would be used in replacing other plant in
accordance with present replacement prac-
tices. Replacement cost of buildings assumes
a reduced (increased) amount.of space be-
cause of (state the reason if applicable).
Land, plant under construction, and plant
held for.future Use are included at historic
cost.

The following figures compare deprecia-
tion expense as shown on the income state-
ment for the Company and its consolidated
subsidiaries for the y~ar ended December 31,
1976, with the depreciation expense that
would have been computed, on the basis of
the estima ted average replacement cost of de-
preclable plant.

Asstated Atreplace- Differ-
for Dec. 31, ment ence

1976 'cost

Depreciation expense... .450 $675 -$225

The Company cautions that replacement
of plant will take place over many years.
The newer technological developments appli-
cable to such plant will enable the Company
and its operating subsidiaries to reduce
maintenance and operating expensds by as
much as 80% based on 1976 expense levels.
Additionally, the newer technological devel-
opments associated with (nuclear power or
electronic switching systems) provide fea-
tures which will allow the Company and its
subsidiaries to offer new and additional rev-
enue generating servicep at minimal supple-
mental cost.

The Company also cautions that replace-
ment cost is not the current value of exist-
ing utility plant; it is only an estimate of the
cost that would be, incurred if such assets
were replaced at December 31, 1976. The dif-
ference between historic and replacement
cost of net utility plant investment does not
represent additional book value for the Com-
pany's common stock; instead, it indicates
the capital funds (in excess of booked depre-
ciation and other prior capital provisions)
that may have to be provided to replace ex-
Isting servio capacity of the plant of the
Company and its subsidiaries. Such capital
funds will be provided by (a) reinvestment
through depreciation expense, (1b) retained
earnings after payment of dividends, (c)
probable ongoing Federal Income tax provi-
sions for accelerated depreciation and in-
vestment credit, (d) additional equity invest-
ments occurring from the Company's divi-
dend reinvestment and employee savings
plan programs, and (e) long, intermediate
and short-term debt and other new issues of
equity securities. To achieve an assumed ulti-
mate capital structure of 40% equity capi-
tal, and assuming no change in the December

31, 1976 balance for deferred taxes and un-
amortized investment credits, the difference
between historic and replacement cost of net
utility plant should be funded $2,000 by
equity capital and $3,000 by debt.

The Company believes that the difference
between depreciation based on historic cost
and depreciation based on estimated replace-
ment cost, which difference is not deductible
in determining income tax expense, is not
truly an additional amount of depreciation
expense. Rather it is a measure of the ex-
tent to which the Company should be mak-
ing provision for replacement of Its existing
utility plant in the current year, assuming no
growth in demands for service and no further
inflation in costs. Assuming that such provl-
sions are expressive of the capital structure
assumed to be achieved at ultimate replace-
ment of the plant, $90 of the additional
amount is related to equity capital require-
ments, and $135 to requirements for debt
capital. Presumably the equity capital re-
quirements will be met by the addition to
retained earnings after payment of divi-
dends; to the extent that remaining earnings
are inadequate, the Company believes it in-
dicates the amount of its needs for increased
earnings and thus increased rates for its
services. If such increased rates are not
achieved, then this differential amount will
need to be furnished by additional new
equity investments beyond that required for
growth.

EXAMPLE 2: A WORLawIwE M- AcNUFCURER
UTILIZING INDEXES

Supplemental Information on Replacement
Cost (unaudited).

In. compliance with rules of the Securities
and Exchange Commission, the Corporation
has estimated certain replacement cost in-
formation for worldwide inventories, prop-
erty, cost of sales, depreciation of real estate,
plant and equipment, and amortization of
special tools. The amounts reported are the
result of the calculations described below and
are not necessarily indicative of either the
amounts for which the assets could be sold
or management's intentions for replacement
of such assets nor are they necessarily repre-
sentative of costs that might be incurred In
a future period.

For purposes of calculating the replace-
ment cost for inventories, the first-in, first-

-out method or average method of costing
ending inventories was applied. Foreign coti-
tent In inventories was translated into U.S.
dollars at exchange rates in effect at year
end. Replacement cost for Cost of sales (ax-
elusive of depreciation and amortization)
was based .on applying the last-in, first-out
method of costing ending inventories.
Amounts related to foreign cost of sales were
translated into U.S. dollars using annual
average exchange rates. No attempt has been
made to measure improved efficiency or re-
duced operating cost which might occur if
manufacturing facilities were replaced. It
is believed that the amounts resulting from
these calculations reasonably approximate
the amount of Inventories, stated at cost
levels experienced near year end, and of cost
of sales, determined at cost levels experienced
during the periods in which the products
were sold.

For purposes of calculating the.replace-
ment cost of real estate, plant and equip-
ment, indexes published by governmental
and private organizations, adjusted for tech-
nological change where applicable, were ap-
plied to the historical cost of the assets. It
is believed that the resulting indexes are
reasonably ripresentative of changes in prices
for the assets and are reasonably adjusted
for changes in technology. However, the Cor-
poration disclaims any responsibility for the
accuracy, consistency, weighting or other
factors which may affect such indexes.

Accumulated depreciation at the end of
the year and the provision for depreciation
for thelypar related to the replacement cot
of such assets were calculated using straight-
line depreciation rates based on the esti-
mated service lives used for financial ac-
counting purposes. All amounts related to
foreign assets were translated into U.S, dol-
lars at exchange rates in effect at year end:
amounts related to foreign depreciation eX-
pense were translated to U.S. dollars tt9ing
annual average exchange rates,

For purposes of calculating replacement
.cost of special tools and related amortization,
indexes, as described above, were applied to
the historical cost of such tools and the re-
sulting replacement cost was amortized cm-

.ploying amortization rates and estimated
service lives that are used for financial ac-
counting purposes.

Although the replacement cost data dL-
closed herein have, In the Corporation's view,
been reasonably estimated, the estimating
procedures do require that certain subjective
decisions be made. Moreover, the data are
based upon costs at December 31, 1070; vs-
suming that costs to replace the Corpora-
tion's productive capacity continue to rise,
the actual cost of replacement In the future
may differ significantly from the amounts
reported herein.

The data required by the SEC exclude the
effect of price level changes on assets other
than inventory and certain properties dur-
ing a period of inflation, Accordingly, It iq
management's view that the replacement'
cost data presented herein cannot be used
alone to impute the total effect of inflation
on net Income as reported.

However, subject to the above, the follow-
ing represents the Corporation's estimates of
the required replacement cOst-

(In millions of dollarsi

l1istorical tepl4(tmnnt
cost at colt at

Dee. 31, Dec. 31, V0TO
1970 (Ilugi' l

Inventories:
Raw materials---. - -- 17 6741- Pli
In proces3 ........... 501 ,75
Finished goods ......... 1, .O ,3-1,r 5

Total ................ 2,301 2,74*-3,075

Rel estate, plant and
equipment (excluding
land and construction in
progres): -

Land improvements .... 1,000 , il-i,CI
Buildings .............. 5. vo. 81-9,071
Machinery and equip-

ment ---------... 9,317 14, E:7-l0, 002
Other- ---------------. . Wli$-4

Total ................. 10,819 20, 023<19, 1I
Accumulated deprecia-

tion .................. 4,070 7,4t0-A,078

Total ---------------- 12,743 18, 573-20,0A

Special tools ............... 4,333 .,77-5,101
Lesi, amortization .......... 2,222 2,411-2,610

Total ................. 2,116 2,311-2, N3
Cost of sales, exclusive of

amounts listed below ..... 11,Z08 12, t,6-14,011
Depreciation of real estatei

plant and equipment ... 048 1,000-1,71
Amortization of "special

tools ...................... L11106 134'.1

-Management bellves that the most probable replavs-
ment cost would fall within this range; nonethele.ss, it iW
possible that the replacement cost would be outlslde th
range. The range should not be viewed as inanegemuln',
estimate of the minimum and maximum replacement
cost.

EXAMPLE 3 : A WA UFAC Ua-a PaINAIILY
UTILIZING FUNCTIONAL COSTINo AND INCOn-
POSATINO cosT SAVINGS IN T11r BASIC DATA

Data Describing Replacement Cost of In-
ventories and Productive Capacity and Re-
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lated - Replacement Cost Basis Cost of ExHIrar I.-Hstorcat cost almont8t for 1chich. rtplaccf t coat data have been
Products Sold and Depreciation and Deple- proridcd
tion (Unaudited).

Set forth in Exhibit I below is an analysis (In thousands of dollars]
of management's estimates of the replace-
ment cost of certain inventories and pro- Proprty Accumated Cost of DeprecIla
ductive capacity of the Company and its Inventori-, plant ad deprecatoa products and
consoidated subsidiaries as of December 31. equipment cold depletion
1976. together with estimates of cost of
products sold and depreciation on the basis Totals as Ion III acopin-I corl-
of replacement cost for the year then ended. Ids-ed financial statements ............. 6 100 m27,1200 $6t.., $4.o.C.O $17C-O.12

Replacement cost data have not been pro- Less amounts for whixch rplacmnit otdata have not been provld.hd:vided for the Company's operations located -dperations loated outtb d North Aeri

outside North America and the European and the European e.onomic Community... ,o0 cO.Co 16.0 84.CC0 6C0o
Economic Community because such data are Operations which will nat be rcplaed at the
not required. end ol their current ccomnlc Itves........ .2.00 5.C3& 5.00 3.00 .

Land at cot ........... ....................... . I C. . ....-------------
Also excluded is replacement cost Informa- Historical amounts for uhich rcplceIment

tion related, to elements of productive cost data have bern provided ............. 12500 14 t.)3 43.0 0 51,03 ll.0ro
capacity that. in management's present
opinion, will not be replaced at the end of
their useful lives. However. if market con- The replacement cost information r3t forth colldating existing productive facilities. in-
ditlons change, management may modify its In Exhibit I should not be interpreted to cluding availability of labor supply, raw ma-
present opinion and elect to cpntinue opera- Indicate that the Company has pretent plans teral coures. and proximity to customers.
tions for such products or product lines and. to replace such assets or that future replace- all of which would necessarily have to be
accordingly. may have to replace such pro- ment would take place in the form and man- considered In depth before undertaking ac-
ductive capacity at that time. ner assumed in developing these estimates. tual replacement. The results of such addl-

All replacement cost amounts related to The company cautions that the replacement tional studies might significantly alter the
foreign assets were translated into U.S.' cost data presented are not necessarily the co3ts of productive capacity replacement or
dollars at exchange rates In effect at year current market values of existing property, the Company's manner of replacement as
end; amounts related to the foreign cost of plant and equipment and nventories. Rather assumed in developing these estinates.
products sold and depreciation expense were they represent management's estimate, of The engineering eZtimates used in the re-
translated into US. dollars using annual the cost of replacement that would be in- plncament cost computation were based on
average exchange rates. curred at December 31. 1976 if such aet the Company's current costs of plant con-

EXHIBIT I-REPLACEMENT COST DATA

[fIn thousands of dollars]

Estimated Comparable
replacement reported

cost amounts

Inventories-as of Dem. 31
1976: -

Raw materials ---------- S5. 000 1-2000Work in pnces --------- 33,00D 29.000
Finishedgoods ---- ; ---- 76,000 53,030

Total- --------------- 16t. 000 125,000

Property,- plant and equip-
ment-as of Dec. 31,1976:

Ma.hinery and equip-
meat .............. 164.000 ll8.00

Building --------------- 41.000 23.000

Less accumulated de- 205,030 140,000

preciation and deple-
tion ---------------- 70.000 43,000

Total ------------ 135,000 103.000

Cost of products sold-for
the year ended Dec. 31,
1976 ----------- ------- 35.000 36.000

Depreciation-for the year
ended Dec. 31, I976:

Included idi cost of
productssold ---------- 22000 10,000.

Included -in other
operating costs. .... 4.0 1.000

TotaL 25--------,000 11,000

Exhibit II sets forth the comparable re-
lated lIlistorical cost amounts for these cate-
gories as included in the consolidated bal-
ance sheet and income statement, and indi-
cates the historical amounts for which re-
placement cost data have and have not been
provided. The totals in Exhibit II are the
same as the 'Comnparable Reported Amounts".
column of Exhibit I.

were replaced at that time. Accordingly, the
difference between historical and replace-
ment cost does not represent additional book
value of the Company's common stock. In
addition, it must be recognized that, by
their-nature. the replacement cost data are
estimates and predicated upon certain as-
sumptions apLd subjective judgments of man-
agement. some of which are described below.

;.rr.oos USED IN raxt=.rrzP=.o cunrrrl-
P .ACEMaENTs COST Or e'aODUCrxvE C"Acrrv
(POFaoi'am PLANT AD MQUzPLI-Tr)

The estimated replacement cost of the
Company's major plant facllties (represent-
ing approximately 73 percent of the property.
plant and equipment set forth in Exhibit I)
was developed by using engineering estl-
mates for the cost of replacing selected rep-
resentativa productive facilities (after they
have been upgraded for technological Im-
provements) in each of the major product
classes and deriving a cost perounit of pro-
ductive capacity therefrom. Based on the
overall existing productive capacity for those
products and product lines of which manage-
ment currently anticipates continuation, the
cost per unit of productive capacity was used
to compute the estimated cost of total exist-
tag productive capacity. The method of cal-
culating replacement cost described above
assumes replacement of existing facilities
based on the size and configuration of tha
selected currently existing facilities: accord-
ingly, replacement accomplished In such a
manner would require consolidation of cer-
tain existing productive facilitie3 Into larger,
more economical productive units. However,
no attempt was made to reengneer the en-
tire productive and distributive capacity into
units larger than those currently In existence.

Also, the replacement cost estimates de-
scribed above, do'not take Into account the
manifold problems of relocating and con-

structilon and vendor quotations or publsned
prices for larger machinery units.

The estimated current replacement costs
for administrative oflIcesi -as developed using
historical costs of azet; appropriately in-
dexed to reflect current, higher, cosS or
construction.

The estimated current replacement cost
for the balance of the Company's productive
capacity represe nting primarily transporta-
tion equipment, small machines. and office
furniture and fixtures, was statistically de-
rived based on vendor quotations or pub-
lished price lists for current replacement of
sample Items compared to their historical
costs.

The manner in which the Company has
chocen to estimate replacement cost of exist-
ing ,productive capacity, as described above,
would, If reolacement were effected. alter Its
current level of operating coits. Banagement
balteves that the change In ooeratin- cost
level Is reaEonably assured and quantifiable
bisd on reolacement assumption,; used. So
that the replacement cost estimates would
not be materialv misleading. the Company's
current oppratinir costs were adjusted to re-
flect thos2 of facliftle on whlrh the replace-
ment eqtlmateswere based. The latter coss
were further adjusted for anticipated cost
reductions that would result from exiting-
technololcal Improvements. Accordinaly.
while cost of products sold and deoreclation
ant deolptlon evvense for 1976 9- shown in
FvhihIt I would Increase S41.0110.000 n
rl2,c0,0a0 resuectively as a r-lt of u--5nz
renlacempnt cost datQ other cost includl
In cost of nroflucte rold arp exraected to de-
crease aporoximatelv $24.000.000 as a result
of lower direct labor cost-, utility expense.
and other direct and Indirect coets resulting
frqnm the assumed replacement. The net re-
sult Is an overall increase of $23,000.093 in
costs of products sold for 1976-
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OT11ER EFFET

If the replacement of productive capacity
were effected, interest- costs might substan-
tially increase as a result of additional bor-
rowings to finance each replacement. How-
ever, the effect of increased interest costs
has not been calculated because of the Com-
pany's inability to determine how much addi-
tional borrowing would be required and how
much of the replacement would be financed
by additional equity offerings. In dddition,
none of the cost effects thus far described
have been adjusted for income tax effects,
including the substantial investment tax
credits that would result from the replace-
ment of productive capacity.

ACCUMULATED DEPRECIATION AND DEPLETION

Accumulated depreciation and depletion
related to replacement cost of existing pro-
ductive capacity as set forth in Exhibit I was
estimated by the relationship of expired
service lives to total service lives of existing
facilities assumed to be replaced, applied
to the estimated replacement cost of such
productive capacity. No additions to the asset
lives used for historical cost depreciation
purposes as a, result of technological Im-
provements were included in the replacement
cost depreciation calculations.

DEPRECIATION AND DEPLETION EXPENSE

Replacement cost depreciation and deile-
tion expense was calculated on the straight-
line method using the historical deprecia-
tion and depletion-rates for existing facili-
ties, applied to the average estimated re-
placement cost of productive capacity.

INVENTORIES

The estimated replacement cost of work-
n-process and finished goods inventories at
the end of 1976 was calculated by using
revised standard costs reflecting estimated
replacement cost depreciation, net of esti-"
mated decreased direct and indirect operat-
ing costs, as more fully explained under
"Operating Efficiencies" above. .Accordingly,
the estimated replacement cost for such in-
ventories represents their costs as if pro-
duced by the replaced productive capacity;
such costs may not compare to the costs that
will actually be incurred by the Company
in subsequent replacement (after sale) of the
Inventories under its existing plant, con-
figuration. Nevertheless, management be-
lieves that the estimated replacement cost
of inventories set forth above is a reasonable
approximation of the cost of replacing in-
ventory under the assumed replacement.
productive capacity previously described.

The estimated- replacement cost of raw
material inventories was based on latest in-
voice prices.

COST OF PRODUCTS ,SOLD

Cost of products sold calculated on the
basis of replacement cost of inventories was
estimated by reference to revised standard
product costs that reflect replacement cost
depreciation expense, net of estimated de-
creosed direct and indirect operating costs.
Accordingly, the estimated replacement cost
for products sold represents, the cost of
manufacturing inventories as if produced by
the replaced productive capacity. The revised
standard costs described above do not reflect
actual costs Incurred (under the Company's
existing productive capacity) in the current
production of inventories or their subsequent
inclusion in costs of products sold. However,
management believes that the estimates for
cost of products sold set forth above repre-
sent a reasonable approximation of cost of
products sold calculated on the basis of re-
placement of existing productive capacity. '

ASSUT MPTIONS AND ESTIMATES

The replacement cost data herein described
have been compiled to comply with the dis-
closures Tequired by the Securities and Ex-
change Commission and represent, in the
Company's view, a reasonable aggregation of
such information. However, the replacement
cost data have inherent limitations because
of the need for substantial subjective judg-
ments in the estimating process. According-
ly, they should not be construed to represent
management's intent to replace existing
productive capacity; moreover, even if re-
placement is effected in the .manner de-
scribed, replacement cost may not represent,
because of possible future increases in cost
levels, the actual future costs of replacement
or the subsequent operating costs that would
be incurred in- the production of products.

'Additionally, other inflationary effects on
the Company have not been presented in the
replacement cost data set forth above. These
additional effects include holding gains ex-
perienced by a borrower and holding losses
resulting from holding monetary assets, such
as cash,, receivables, etc., in times of infla-
tion.

In management's view, the above replace-
ment cost information cannot be used to
impute the effects of inflation on the Com-
pany's net income as reported without con-
sidering other factors, including the impact
of general price level changes and of statu-
tory taxing policies as they affect the Cofn-
pany. Accordingly, a revised net income
amount is not disclosed because of the sub-
stantial difficulties that exist in determining
a quantifiable income effect. Furthermore,
because of the subjective judgments re-
quired and the errors inherent in estimation,
the above replacement cost data may not be
fully comparable among companies with
which the Company competes.

EXAMPLE 4: A MANUFACTURER EMPLOYING A VA-
RIETY OF COSTING METHODS AND NOT IN-
CORPORAING COST SAVINGS IN THE BASIC DATA

Unaudited Replacement Cost Information.
The replacement cost information presented
in this section of the financial statements is
furnished pursuant to § 210.3-17 of Regula-
tion S-X, which was announced in the Secu-
rities and Exchange Commission's Account-
ing. Series Release No. 190. In that Release,
,the SEC cautioned investors and analysts
against "simplistic use" of replacement cost
information. In issuing that warning, the
SEC stated: '

.. * * * (The Commission) intentionally
determined not to require the disclosure of
the effect on net income of calculating cost
of sales and depreciation on a current re-
placenient cost basis, both because there are
substantial theoretical problems in deter-
mining an income effect and because it did
not believe that users should be encouraged
to convert the data Into a single revised net
incomd figure. The data are not designed to
be a simple road map to the determination
of 'true income.' In addition, investors must
understand that due to the subjective judg-
ments and the many different specific factual
circumstances involved, the data will not be
fully comparable among companies and will
be subject to errors of estimation."

The Company believes that the limitations
due to estimations requiring the subjective
judgments and assumptions of management
as discussed in the foregoing excerpt from
ASR 190 apply specifically to the Company's
replacement cost information presented in
this section of the financial statements. For
example, the technology currently available
to the Company and the related environmen-
tal factors are undergoing significant change
and the effect thereof 'on the Company's re-
placement decisions cannot be predicted with

precision. The Company's resultant inability
to reflect the costs related to such unidentifl-
able difficulties is illustrative of the inherent
imprecision of the Information required by
§ 210.3-17.

The replacement cost information is based
on the hypothetical assumption that the
Company would replace its entire inventory
and productive capacity at the end of Its
fiscal year, whether or not the funds to do so
were available or such "Instant" replacement
were physically possible. This assumption re-
quires that management contemplate many
actions at the end of each year that ordi-
narily would not be addressed all at one time.
Accordingly, the information should not be
interpreted to indicate that the Company
actually has present plans to replace its pro-
ductive capacity or that actual' replcement
would or could take place in the manner as-
sumed in estimating the information, In the
normal course of business, the Company will
replace its productive capacity over an ex-
tended period of time. Decisions concerning
replacement will be made in the light of
economic, regulatory and competitive condi-
tions existing on the dates such determina-
tions are made and could differ substantially
from the assumptions on which the data in-
cluded herein are based.

The replacement cost data presented here-
in are not necessarily representative of the
"current value" of existing inventory and
productive capacity. Further, the difference
between the replacement cost and the his-
torlcal cost of inventory and productive
capacity does not represent additional book
value for the Company's common stocl.-
holders. The funds for the eventual replace-
ment of the Company's productive capacity
may be provided not only by earnings re-
tained in the business but also by invest-
ment tax credits, debt, or Issues of equity
securities. The determination of the source
of funds will be made at the time the funds
are required in light of the circumstanceo at
that time.

The replacement cost of approximately 00%
of raw materials and supplies has been com-
puted based upon catalog and other pub-
lished prices for the quality, quantity, and
terms at which the Company generally pur-
cases these items. Replacement cost for the
remainder of such items was estimated by
applying an index of relevant purchase prices
to the historical cost of such items,

Finished goods and work In process have
been estimated on the basis-of standard costs
adjusted to reflect current material, labor,
and overhead variances as well as replace-
ment cost depreciation of buildings, and
machinery and equipment determined on a
straight-line basis.

Where practicable, the replacement cost of
machinery and equipment was estimated on
the basis of current quoted market priceo
(approximately 70% of such assets in the
United States and 40% elsewhere) for new
machinery of equivalent capacity. With one
exception, the replacement cost of remaining
machinery and equipment was estimated by
applying index numbers which were derived
from recent cost data for Items of similar
productive capacity. The exception consists
of production and materials handling equip-
ment in one plant which is scheduled to be
phased out of use in 1978 and replaced by
fully automated facilities with a 30% greater
capacity. The current quoted acquisition
prices of the new equipment have been re-
duced by the portion estimated to be ap-
plicable to' the additional capacity.

The replacement cost of buildings acquired
within the last five years was estimated by
applying published construction cost indexes
to the acquisition prices of the buildings,
For older buildings, current estimated con-
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struction cost to obtain equivalent floor
space, was used.

Replacement cost of sales was estimated
through adjlstment of historical costs for
the" approximate three-month time lag be-
tween incurring Inventory costs and their
subsequent- conversion into sales revenues.
Average- production costs Increased by ap-
proximately 1 percent a month during 1976.

Depreciation based on the replacement
cost of productive capacity has been esti-
mated on a straight-line basis using the
same estimates of useful life and salvage
vale utilized in preparing the historical cost
financial statements. Average replacement
cost of productive capacity during the year,
exclusive of 1976 additions, was the basis
upon which depreciation expense was com-
puted; depreciation for current year addi-
tions is stated ai historical cost.

All replacement cost amounts related to
foreign assets have been initially calculated
in the relevant foreign currency and then
translated to US. dollars using year end
rates of exchange. Replacement cost amounts
related to foreign cost of sales and deprecia-
tion expense have been translated using
average annual rates of exchange.

Replacement cost information required by
§ 2103-17 is as follows:

[Dollars inthousands]

Replacement Historical
cost cost

(unaudited)

At Dec.31. 1976:
Inventories:

Raw materials andsupplies_ $0,000 35.904
Work in process ............ 0 - ,00 9,115
Finishedgoods ------------ 20,000 18,904

-TotaL. - ------- 69,000 63,26

Property, plant and equipment
(excluding land):

Buildings ----------------- 60, o 43,226
Afachinery and equipment .... 119,000 76,336
LeasehoM improvements ---- 0 2,00 1,539

181,000 12L 101
Accumulated depreciation-)- - 8 ,000 56,5g6

TotaL -------------------- 93,030 64,505

For the year ended Dec. 31,1976:
Cost of sales, including

- 22.00f eplacement cost
depreciation and $10,404 of
historical cost depreciation.. 424,00D 333.946

Other depreciation expense.-. 12,000 5,9t6

The basic replacement cost data presented
above do not reflect any-operating cost sav-
Ings which may result from the replacement
of eistirig assets with assets of improved
technology.* If the Company's productive
capacity were to be replaced in the manner
assumed in the calculation of replacement
cost of existing productive capacity, many
costs other than depreciation (e.g., direct
labor costs, repairs and maintenance, utility
and other indirect costs) would be altered.
Although these expected cost changes cannot
be quantified with any precision, the cur-
rent level of operating costs other than de-
preciation would be reduced ad a result of the

- technological improvements assumed in the
hypothetical replacement. In the opinion of
management, such operating cost efficiencies
(add one of the following) :

(a) Would be significant.
(b) Would not besignificant.
(c) Would substantially offset the addi-

tional depreciation on a replacement cost
basis.

(d) Would.more than offset the additional
depreciation on a replacement cost basis.

The replacement cost information pre-
sented above does not reflect all of the ef-
fects of inflation and other economic factors

RULES AND REGULATIONS

on the Company's current costs of operating
the business. § 210.3-17 does not require con-
sideration of these effects on a-et and lia-
bilitles other than inventories and productive
capacity. The Company has not attempted
to quantify the total impact of inflation
and changes in other economic factom on
Its business because of the many unresolved
conceptual problems Involved n doing so.
Further. the above replacement coat infor-
mation standing alone does not recognize the
customary relationships beteen coat
changes and cl~anres in selling prices. (Add
one of the following) :

(a) The Company has demonstrated over
the years an ability to adjust selling prices to
maintain profit margins. The Company is not
aware of any economic factors that would
prevent it from maintining its historl-
cat customary relationships between cost
changes and changes in selling prices.
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Jb) The Company has attempted over the
years to adjust selling prices to maintain
profit margins. Competitive conditions per-
miting, the Company expects to modify its
selling prices to recognize future cost
changes.

(c) Competitive and regulatory conditions
over the years have prevented the Company
from fully recognizing the effects of cost
changes in its ceiltng prices. Competitive and
regulatory conditions permitting, the Com-
pany will attempt in the future to modify its
seltng prices to recognize cost changes.

(d) Although the Company will attempt
to modify Its selling prices to recognlze fu-
ture cost changes, competitive and regulatory
conditions may preclude Its ability to do so.

The following table reconciles the hlstori-
cal cost-amounts for which replacement cost
data are provided to the related tot"" shown
in the consolidated financial statements:

[DQIU~r3 In Umuad31

Prorerty. phnt

lnwlntc0fe, and equipinat Accumulated
(exclnrive dapreclation
orland)

At Dcc. 31, 197:
Amounts for which repLhcent co., data ore provdzd.... 8121,101 41Z3.S3
Pres-nt value of future rentals for non ptalied fln.rlng

leascs as determi ned at In ption of thD I 5n (deduction) ................ (7,405) Vi, CEAsszts and operatons out~do tho North Amcricaacon-
Linent and the Europ !a econonle community, at cost.. C,421 73015 14;815

Total as shown on the accompanying canalhhatcd blance
seeet .......................... t......................... =0,0. 157,211 0,745

(Voflrs n t1mnandsl

Coat of gSal
Other

Other than D erelatioa dapreclatfon
daprecltlar Expense

For the year ended Doc. 31. 973d
Amounts for which replacement c-t data are provldd- m.=53o $10,4 $5,W3,4.
Substitution of deprecation ertas. on nonmltallzed

financing leases for rental expeno........................073 (I.O'0) (M7G
Amounts related to a=ts and opcrntfow outsfdo tihe

North Americ~aacntincnt and the Europsian Economic
Community ............................................. 101.M0 C, 931 2,T

Total as showa In the accompanying conslidated
incomo statement .................................... 478,515 15,45 8135

[FR Doc.7G-33902 Filed 11-17-76;8:45 am]

Title 19--Customs Duties
CHAPTER I-UNITED STATES CUSTOMS

SERVICE, DEPARTMENT OFTHE TREAS-
URY

IT.D. 76-3241
PART 112-CARRIERS, CARTMEN, AND

LIGHTERMEN
PART 113-CUSTOMS BONDS

License and Termination of Bonds

On April 7, 1975, a notice of proposed
rulemaking was published in the FEDEaL
REGISTER (40 FR 15389) which proposed
to amend § 112.26 of the Customs Regu-
lations (19 CFR 112.26) pertaining to the
duration of the license of - customhouse
cartman or lighterman, and to add a new
provision, § 113.56 (19 CFR 113.56), per-
taining to the termination of the bond
required as a condition of the custom-
house cartage or lighterage license, the
Bond of Customs Cartman or Lighter-
man, Customs Form 3855.

The purpose of the changes is to pro-
vide a procedure by which the Bond of
Customs Cartman or Lighterman, Cus-
toms Form 3855, may be terminated and
to provide for the notification of the

cartman or lighterman when the termi-
nation Is requested by the surety without
the consent of the principal (the cartman
or igherman). The changes emphasize
that the Bond of Customs Cartman or
Lighterman, Customs Form 3855, is a re-
quirement for maintaining a custom-
house partman's or lighterman's license.

Interested persons were given 30 days
from the date of publication of the notice
to submit relevant written data, views, or
arguments regarding the proposal. After
consideration of the comments received.
§ 113.56(b) has been-tevised (1) to per-
mit the surety to set the termination
date, and (2) to prolide a specific proce-
dure for notifying the principal and the
district director of the Intent of the
surety to terminate. Sectidn 113.6(a)
has been modified by the addition of a
sentence to emphasize that the voluntary
termination by a cartman or lighterman
of his bond will result in the concurrent
termination of his license. In addition.
to facilitate the relicensing of cartmen"
and lightermen whose licenses were ter-
minated because of the termination of
their bonds, a new paragraph (c) has
been added to section 112.22 to provide

FEDEAL REGISTE, VOL 41, NO. 224-THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 18, 1976



for the waiver by the district director in cartman or lighterman prior to the effec- evaluate the statement prior to Its ap-

such cases of certain of the requirements "tive date of the termination of the pre- proval and adoption. On statements

that would otherwise apply to applicants vious bond, the customhouse cartman's prepared after January 1, 1976, the re-

for a license., or lighterman's license will terminate sponsible LEAA official will provide early

Accordingly, the proposed amend- concurrently with the bond. -- notification to, and solicit the views of,

ments, with the changes described above. (b) Termination by surety. A surety any other State or any Federal land

are adopted as set forth below. may, with or without the consent of the management entity of any program or
Effective date: These amendments principal, terminate the Bond of Cu- project which may have a significant

toms Cartman or Lighterman, Customs impact upon such State or affected Fed-
shall become effective December 20. 1976. Form 3855, on which it is obligated. The eral land management entity. If there Is

G. R. DicxrmsoN, surety shall provide reasonable notice to any disagreement on the impact of the
Acting Commissioner of Customs. both the district director by whose office program or project, the responsible

Approved: November 9,1976. the bond was approved and the principal LEAA official will prepare a written as-
of hig intent to terminate. Such notice sessment bf such Impact and views for

JERRY THOwAs, shall contain the date on which the incorporation Into the final state-
Under ,ecretary of the Treasuryl. termination shall be effective and shall ment. * * *

Section 112.22 is amended by adding a be sent by certified mail, with a return 2. Revise the last sentence of § 19.10

new paragraph (c) to read as follows: receipt requested. If a new bond with (b) as follows:
good and sufficient sureties is not fur- (b) * * * In all cases LEAA will make

§ 112.22 Application for license. :nished by the cartman or lighterman ItS own evaluation of the environmental
. , prior to the effective date of the termi- issues and take responsibility for the

(c) Reapplication by certain fermi- nation of the previous bond, the cus- scope, objectivity, and content of the

nated licensees. Where the applicant for tonihouse cartman's or lighterman's li- draft and final Environmental Impact

a customhouse cartage jor lighterage li-. cense will terminate concurrently with Statements.

cense has previously been issued such a the bond. A technical amendment Is also being
license and the license has been ter- "(R.S. 251, as amended, seas. 551, 565, 623, submitted. In 28 CFR 19.8, Designation
minated pursuant to § 113.56 of this 624, 46 Stat. 742, 'as amended, 747, as of Responsible Officlils, paragraph (d)
chapter, the district director may waive amended, 759, as amended (19 U.S.C. 66, dealing with designation of a responsible
the filing of the items described in para- 1551, 1665, 1623. 1624).) official in the Office of National Priority
graphs (a) (2) and (a) (3) of this section, [FR Doc.76-34113 Filed 11-17-76;8:45 am] Programs should be omitted. Due to
as well as the investigation described in
§ 112.23, provided the application Is made
within 30 days of the effective date of the
termination of the previous license. Any
requirements waived by the district di-
rector- under this paragraph will be
deemed to have been complied with for
purposes of § 112;24(b).

Section 112.26 is revised to read as
follows:
§ 112.26 Durationoflicense.

A license issued in accordance with
this subpart shall remain in force and
effect until the license is suspended or re-
voked pursuant to § 1.12.30 or until the
required bond is terminated pursuant to
§ 113.56 of this chapter.
(R.S. 251, as amended, secs. 551, 565, 624, 46
Stat. 742, as amended, 747, as amended, 759
(19 U.S.C. 66, 1551, 1565, 1624).)

Part 113 is amended by amen ling the
heading for Subpart F which appears be-
for § 113.51 and by adding a new § 113.56,
to read as follows:

Subpart F-Assessment of Damages and
Cancellation or Termination of Bond

§ 113.56 Termination of Bond of Cus-
toms Cartman or Lighterman.

(a) Termindtion by cartman or light-
erman. A customhouse cartman or light-
erman may terminate the Bond of Cus-
toms' Cartman or Lighterman, Customs
Form 3855, by filing with the district di-
rector by whose office the bond was ap-
proved a request for termination. The
termination shall take effect on th6 date
requested if the date is subsequent to the
date of receipt of the request. If no
termination date is requested or the
termination date requested is prior to
the date of receipt of the request, the
termination shall take effect on the date
of receipt of the request-by the district
director. If a new bond with good and
sufficient sureties is not furnished by the

Title 28-Ju-dicial Administration

CHAPTER I-DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

PART 19-REGULATIONS RELATING TO
THE LEAA IMPLEMENTATION OF THE
NATIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY
ACT
Preparation of Environmental Impact

Statement

Notice is'hereby given of the following
amendments to LEAA's regulations im-
plementing the National Environmental
Policy "Act (N.E.P.A.) found at 28 CFR
Part 19..The proposed amendments were
first published in the FEDERAL REGISTER
on December 3, 1975. LEAA received com-
ments and the proposed amendments
were then circulated through the A-85
clearance process.

The amendments which bring the
regulations into accordance 'with statu-
tory amendments of N.E.P.A. read as
follows:
§ 19.10 [Amended]

1. In § 19.10(b) after the sentence "In
some cases draft Environmental Impact
Statements will be prepared by private
consultants" insert the following:

(b) * Ordinarily, with pro-
grams or -projects funded under Part C

- and E block grant awards, draft En-
vironmental Impact Statements will be
prepared by a State agency or official.
For programs or projects which are
funded by discretionary grant awards,
the State agency or official may be re-

. quested by LEAA to prepare the draft
environmental impact statement. Such
State agency or official should have state-
wide jurisdiction and responsibility for
the program or project. In such cases
the responsible LEAA official will furnish
guidance, participate in the preparation
of the statement, and will independently

admimstratlve reorganization, the Offleoof National Priority Programs Is no
longer in existence.

RICHARD W. VELDE,

Administrator.
[FR Doc.76-34107 Filed 11-17-76,8:46 ami

Title 40-Protection of Environment

CHAPTER I-ENVIRONMENTAL
PROTECTION AGENCY

SUBCHAPTER C-AIR PROGRAMS

IFRL 643-1]

PART 52-APPROVAL AND PROMULGA-
TION OF IMPLEMENTATION PLANS

Revision to New Jersey State
Implementation Plan

This notice announces approval by the
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)
of a revision to the New Jersey State Im-
plementation Plan. The revision Incor-
porates into the plan modifications and
additions to section 7:27-8.1 et seq.,
"Perinits.and Certificates," of the Now
Jersey Administrative Code.

The revision was proposed by New Jer-
sey on June 8, 1976 and announced in the
FEDERAL REGISTER on August 19, 1976 (41
FR 35095). In the August 19, 1976 notice,
EPA described in detail the proposed re-
vision and also established a 30-day pe-
riod for receipt of comments from the
public on whether or not this revision
should be approved. No comments wore
received.

In general, the proposed revision ac-
complishes the following:

1. It slightly modiffes the definition of
"particles" and "stack or chimney" as
found in Subsection 8.1, "Definitions."

2. It adds definitions for "alteration,"
"equivalent stack diameter" and "stack
diameter" to Subsection 8.1.

3. It modifies the wording found at
subparagraph (a) (5) (ii) of Subsection
8.2, "Permits and Certificates Required."
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4. It modifies the wording found at sub-
paragraph (e) of Subsection 8.3, "Gen-
eralProvisions."

EPA has found no reason to change its
preliminary determination that this re-
vision should be included as part of the
New Jersey State Implementation Plan.

Effective date: This revision to the New
Jersey State 'Implementation Plan be-
comes effective on December 20, 1976.
(42 U.S.C. 1857c-5 and g.)

"Dated: November 12,1976.

JOHN QUARLES,
Acting Administrator,

Environmental Protection Agency.-

Part 52-of Chapter I, Title 40, Code of
Federal Regulations is amended as fol-
lows:

Subpart FF-New Jersey

1. in §52.1570, paragraph (c) is
amended by adding amew subparagraph
(14) as follows:

§ 52.1570 Identification of plan.

(c) Supplemental information 'was
submitted on:

(14) Revision to the Permits and Cer-
tificates regulation of the Ndv Jersey Air
Pollution Control Code, N.J.A.C. 7:27-
8.1 et seq., submitted on June 8, 1976 by
the New Jersey Department of Environ-
mental Protection.
IFR Doo.76-3965 Filed 11-17-76;8:45 am]

IFR.L645-5]
.PART 406-GRAIN MILLS POINT SOURCE

CATEGORY

Subpart A--Corn Wet Milling Subcategory
NEW SOURCE PERFORMANCE STANDARDS

Notice is hereby given that the Envi-
ronmental Protection Agency (EPA) is
amending-40 CFR 406.15, the new'source
performance standards for the corn wet

* milling subcategory (Subpart A) of the
Grain Mills Point Source Category, 40
CFR Part 406.

40 CFR Part 406 was promulgated on
-March 20, 1974, (39 FR 10515) pursuant
to section 306(b) of the Federal Water
Pollution Control Act as a'mended, 33
u.S.C. 1316(b), 86 Stat. 816 et seq.,
Pub. L. 92-500.

The change being made is to the limi-
tation on-the discharge of total sus-
pended solids (TSS) found in § 406.15.

This amendment of the new source
standards follows the decision issued by
the Court of Appeals for the Eighth Cir-
cuit on August 18, 1976,-in 'the case of
CPC International Inc., et al. v. Russell
E. Train, et al., No. 74-1448. In the opin-
ion, the Eighth Circuit affirmed EPA'S
new source performance standards in all

-respects save one. The Court, after re-
viewing available operating data from the
biological and multimedia filter systcm
at the Clinton Corn Processing Company
in Clinton, Iowa, among other sources of
information, determined that although
BOD5 could be removed to the 20 pounds
per day level set by EPA, total suspended
solids (TSS) could not be removed to at-
tain a more stringent level of 10 pounds
per day. The Court made its own assess-
ment of the data and determined that
the appropriate limit should be 25 pounds
per day of total suspended solids on a
monthly average. That assessment is set

-forth below:
On remand therefore, the EPA may adopt

a new source standard of a maximum aver-
age of daly effluent levels for thirty conzezu-
tive.dayS of 20 pounds of BOD5 and 25 pounds
of TSS per MISBu and a maximum daily
effluent level of 60 pounds of BODS and 75
pounds of TSS per MSBu. We urge It to do so.

We remand to the EPA with directions to It
to revise the TSS standard to 25 pounds per
MBBu or to compile additional evidence to
support a lower standard. If the EPA decides
to present a lower TSS standard we retain
jurisdiction and direct the administrative
process be completed In sixty days.

The issue of the appropriate suspended
solids standards has been subjected to
protracted controversy and litigation.
Rather than gather additional evidence
which might support a more stringent
standard than the 25 pounds standard
and thereby protract the rulemaking
even more, the Agency has determined
that the 25 pounds supported by the
present record is an appropriate stand-
ard. It is therefore in the public interest
to proceed with this alternative indicated
in the 8th Circuit Court's opinion.

In view of the sLxty day period for ac-
tion set by the Court and'n view of the
fact that no additional data are being
assessed as the basis for this amendment,
the Agency is dispensing with a notice
of proposed rulemaking prior to this
amendment.

In accordance with the above opinion,
the new source standards for the corn
wet milling subcategory of the grain mills
point source category (40 CFR 406.15)
(Subpart A), are amended as set forth
below and are effective on November 18,
1976. -

Dated: November 12, 1976.

Joln; QUARLEs,
Acting Adaministrator.

40 CFR Part 406 is amended by revis-
ing Subpart A, § 406.15 to read as follows:

§ 406.15 Standards of perfornmnee for
new sources

The following standards of perform-
ance establish the quantity or quality of
pollutants or pollutant properties, con-
trolled by this section, which may be dis-
charged by a new source subject to the
provisions of this subpart:

Effnmtn ltmitations tWictrc unlts-
kifls per mser l, cOkgorfcrn)

Average of daily
Maximum for valua for 20

ay I day conecutive days
sJnlI mexceed

OD5 ............ L. 0.15
TSS ................ .3 .45
pI ........- . ) ()

(Enuaqh unlts--pounds pr 1,CMO
stdbu of corn)

BOD5 ........
TS ............ 73 25
PH ---------------- () (1

t Within th ranze of .0 to 9.0.
IFR Dec.76-33967 Filed 11-17-76;8:45 ami

Title 41-Public Contracts and Property
Management

CHAPTER 9-ENERGY RESEARCH AND
DEVELOPMENT ADMINISTRATION

lERDA-PTMEI FORARYREGULATION
NO. 231

PART 9-3-PROCUREMENT BY
NEGOTIATION

Cost AccountingStandards, Filing of
Disclosure Statements

NoVEMBRa 10, 1976.
1. Purpose. This regulation supersedes

ERDA-PR Temporary Regulation No.
14, dated January 12, 1976, same subject
and provides a new Cost Accounting
Standards Solicitation Notice.

The Cost Accounting Standards Board
revised its regulations to provide for the
filing of a Disclosure Statement by any
company which, together with its sub-
sidiarles:

(a) received net awards of negotiated
national defense prime contracts subject.
to cost accounting standards totaling
more than $10 million n either fiscal
year 1974 or 1975. Effective January 1,
1976, contracts subject to cost account-
ing standards requirements may not be
awarded to companies meeting this re-
vised requirement unless they have filed
a Disclosure Statement or a post-award
submirsson has been authorized in ac-
cordance with FPR 1-3.1203(d)..

(b) received net awards of negotiated
national defense prime contracts and
subcontracts subject to cost accounting
standards totaling more than $10 mil-
lion in Federal Fiscal Year 1976, or which
receives such awards in any subse-
quent Federal Fiscal Year. A completed
Disclo3ure Statement must be submitted
by March 31, of the year following the
Federal Fiscal Year in which the thresh-
old was met. Effective March 31 of the
year following the Federal Fiscal Year
in which the threshold was met- con-
tracts subject to cos accounting stand-
ards requirements may not be awarded
to companies meeting this revised re-
quirement unless they have filed a Dis-
closure Statement or a post award sub-
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mission has been authorized .in accord-
ance with FPR 1-3.1203(d). -

These revised filing requirements sup-
plement those previously established.
However, the Cost Accounting btand-
ards Board has provided that any com-
pany which either has submitted or, by
reason of having received a covered
award, is obligated to submit a Disclo-

RULES AND REGULATIONS

sure Statfhent under previously effec-
tive fling requirements shall remain sub-
ject to the disclosure requirement so long
as the company has any contracts sub-
ject to cost accounting standards. For
convenience' the following tabulation
summarizes the various CASB actions
regarding these requirements.

Threshold
Federal fisul period Government contracts to be included in computation. Amount

(millions)

Fiscal years:
1971. ......... Net negotiated prime defense contracts .....-...-
1972, 1973 .......... Defense prime contracts of the type qubiet to CA&...-
1974, 1975 .......... Defense prim contracts sublect to CAS..........
1,47 ................ Defense prime contracts and subcontractssubject to

CAS.
Following years ........ Defense prime contracts and subcontracts subject to

CAS.

(c) In view of this revision of disclo-
sure filing requirements, the Cost Ac-
counting Standards Board also has

amended paragraph 403.70(a) of Stand-
ard 403 to state the applicable exemp-
tion explicitly rather than by cross ref-
erence to disclosure filing require-
ments. This is an editorial change only,
with no substantive effect on the exemp-
tion.

2. Effective date: This regulation is ef-
fective November 18,1976.

3. Expiration date: This regulation
will remain in effect until -the Federal
Procurement Regulations are updated to
incorporate the referenced changes to
the Cost Accounting Standards Board
'regulations.

4. In § 9-3.1203, add paragraphs (a)
(3) and <b), as follows:

§9-3.1203 Applicability of cost ac-
counting standards and prime con-
tractor disclosure statement(s).

(a) Solicitation notice.* * *
(3) Notice for solicitations. Insert the

following notice in all solicitations which
are likely to result in a negotiated con-
tract exceeding $100,000 unless the pro-
curement is exempted under FPR 1-
3.1203 (a) (1) or (a) (2):

DISCLOSURE STATZIENT--COST Accou O=G
PRACTICES AND CERTIFICATION

Any contract In excess of $100,000 result-
Ing from this solicitation except (1) when
the price negotiated is based on (a) estab-
lished catalog or market prices of commer-
cial items sold in substantial quantities to
the general public, or (b) prices set by law
or regulation or (2) contracts which are
otherwise exempt (see 4 CFR 331.30(b) and
FPR § 1-3.1203(a)(2)) shall be subject to
the requirements of the Cost Accounting-
Standards Board. Any offeror submitting a
proposal. which, If accepted, will result in
a contract subject to the requirements of
the Cost Accounting Standards Board must,
as a condition of contracting, submit a Dis-
closure Statement as required by regula-
tions of the Board. The Disclosure Statement
must be submitted as a part of the offeror's
proposal under this solicitation (see (I)
below) unless (i) the offeror, together with

all divisions, subsidiaries, and affiliates under
common control, did not receive net awardx
exceeding the monetary exemption for dis-

closure as established by the Cost Accounting
Standards Board (see (11) below); (if) the

Effective date

K^0 Oct. 1,1972.10 Jan. 1, 197 .
10 Jan. 1, 1976.
10 Mar. 31, 1977.

10 'March 1 follo%,-
lng fiscal year.

offeror exceeded the monetary exemption in
the Federal Fiscal Year immediately preced-
ing the year in which this proposal was sub-
mtted but, in accordance with the regula-
tions of the Cost Accounting Standards
Board, is not yet required to submit a Dis-
closure Statement (see (III) below); (i1)
the offeror has already submitted a Disclo-
sure Statement disclosing the practices used
in connection with the pricing of this ifto-
posal (see (IV) below); or (iv) post award
submission has been authorized by the Con-
tracting Officer. See 4 CFR 351.70 for submis-
sion of a copy of the Disclosure Statement to
the Cost Accounting Standards Board.

CAUTION: A practice disclosed in a-DIs-
closure Statement shall not, by virtue of
such, disclosure, be deemed to be a proper,
approved, or agreed to practice for pricing
proposals or accumulating and reporting
contract performance cost data.

Check the appropriate box below:

I. CERTIFICATE OF CONCURREN
T 

SUBa]sSIO
OF DxscaoSURE STATED.TNT(S)

The offeror hereby certifies that he has sub-
mitted, as a part of his proposal under this
solicitation, copies of the Disclosure State-
ment(s) as follows: (i) original and one copy
to the cognizant Contracting Officer: and (i)
one copy to the cognizant contract auditor.

Date of Disclosure Statement(s) :
Name(s) and "Address(es), of Cognizant

Contracting Officer(s) where filed:
The offeror further certifies that practices

used in estimating costs in pricing this pro-
posal are consistent with the cost accounting
practices disclosed in the Disclosure State-
ment(s).

o I. CzRTWrICATE OF IAoNnrARY Ex=PT=ON

The offeror hereby certifies that he, to-
gether with all divisions, subsidiaries and
affiliates under common control did not re-
ceive net awards, of negotiated national de-
fense prime contracts totaling $30 million or
more during Federal fiscal year 1971; and did
not receive net awards of negotiated national
defense prime contracts subject to Cost Ac-
counting Standards totaling more than $10
million in any of the Federal fiscal years 1972,
1973. 1974. or 1975; and net awards of negotit-
ated national defense prime contracts and
subcontracts subject to Cost Accounting
Standards totalling more than $10 million
in Federal fiscal year 1976, or in any sub-
sequent Federal fiscal year preceding the year
in which this proposal was submitted.

CAUTION: Offerors who submitted or who
currently arp obligated to sdbmlt a Disclosure
Statement under the filing threshold estab-
lished by the Cost Accounting Standards
Board for a Federal fiscal year prior to the
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ne immediately preceding the year In which
his proposal was submitted may be eligible
o claim this exemption if they have received
otification of final acceptance of all deliver-
ble items on all their prime contract3 and
ubcontracts containing the Cost Accounting
Btandards clause.

I II. CErTWIFcAT
r OF I11-555 Exrr.%iPION

The offeror hereby certifies that (1) ho
first exceeded the monetary exemption for
disclosure, as defined in (II) above, in the
Federal Fiscal Year immediately preceding
the year in which this proposal was sub-
mitted, and (i) in aeccordance with the regu-
lations of the Cost Accounting Standards
Board (4 CFR 351.40(f)), he is not yet re-
quired to submit a Disclosure Statement, The
offeror further certifies that if an award re-
suiting from this proposal has not boon made
by March 31 of .the current Federal Fiseal
Year, he will' immediately submit a revised
certificate to the Contracting Officer, in the
form specified under (I) above or (IV) below,
as appropriate, to verify his submislon of a
completed Disclosure Statement.

CAUTION: Offerors may not claim this ex-
emption if they are currently required to
disclose because they exceeded monetary
thresholds in Federal Fiscal Years prior to
fiscal year 1976, Further, the exemption
applies only in connection with proposll
submitted prior to March 31 of the year Im-
mediately following the Federal Fiscal Year
in which the monetary exemption was ex-
ceeded.

IV. CzETMCA'rn or PnrviotssLv Suo hrrrm

Dhscr.osVns TATEMSZNT(S)
The offeror hereby certifies that the Dis-

closure Statement(s) were fllpd a follows:
Date of Disclosure Statement(s):
Name(s) and Address(es) of Cognizant

Contracting Officer(s) where filed:
The offeror further certifies that practices

used in estimating costs in pricing this pro.
posal are consistent with the cost mccounting
practices disclosed in the DiSclosure State-
ment(s).

(b) Preaward submission of Disclosure
Statement(s). Unless the procurement
is exempted under § 1-3.1203(a) (1) or
(2), each offeror submitting an offer
which could result in a negotiated con-
tract exceeding $100,000 shall furnish
copies of his Disclosure Statementp to
the offices listed In § 1-3.1203(c) conour-
rently with the submission of his pro-
posal to the contracting officer, except
when the offeror has executed the Certifi-
cate of Monetary Exemption Certificate
of Interim Exemption, or the Certificate
of Previously Submitted Disclosure
Statement (see § 9-3.1203(a) (3)). More
than one Disclosure Statement may be
required in connection with the avard of
a contract (see 4 CFR 351.40(a)). Award
of a contract shall not be made until a
determination has been made by the con-
tracting officer or his authorized repre-
sentative that a Disclosure Statement is
adequate (see § 1-3.1205(b)), unless, In
order to protect the Interests of the
Government the contracting officer
waives this requirement. In this event, a
determination shall be made as soon
after award as possible.
(See. 105, Energy Reorganization Act of 1974
(Pub. L. 93-438).)

M. J. TASuJIAN,.
Director of Procurement.

[FE Doc.76-33928 Filed 11-17-76;8:46 rml
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Title 45-Public Welfare
CHAPTER- X-COMMUNITY SERVICES

ADMINISTRATION
PART 1069-GRANTEE PERSONNEL

MANAGEMENT
Subpart-Travel Regulations for CSA

Grantees and Delegate Agencies
Public Law 94-22 amended the Stind-

Sardized Government Travel Regilations
to permit 15 / cents per mile for costs
.incurred for operating a privately-
owned -automobile. CSA regulations re-
quire that CSA-funded grantees follow
the -Standardized -Government Travel
Regulations unless their regulations are
.more restrictive. Therefore, CSA is
amending § 1069.3-4(a) (2) to permit
grantees to adopt the higher mileage
rate. This amendment will be effective

- upon publication as it reflects a change
in law which has previously been pub--
lished in the-FEDERAL REGISTER.

Effective date: NOvember 18, 1976.
(Sec. 502, 78 Stat. 530; 42 U.S.C. 2642.).

ROBERT C. CHASE,
Deputy Director.

In § 1069.3-4, paragraph '(a) (2) is
amended to read as follows:
§ 1069.3-4 General travel regulations.

(a) * * *(1).=* * .

(2) Aieage costs.for use of privately
owned automobiles shall be paid in ac-
cordance with prevailing rates in a com-
munity.'In no event, however, may the
rates paid exceed 151 cents a mile.

[IP Doc.76-34125 Filed 11-17-76;8:45 am]

[CSA Instruction 6910-2c]

PART 1069-GRANTEE PERSONNEL
MANAGEMENT

Subpart-Per Diem Rates fMr CSA
Grantees and Delegate Agencies

Although the .Standardized Govern-
ment Travel Regulations do not apply
by their termito CSA grantees or dele-
gate agencies, CSA has determined that
the regulations contained therein rep-
resent reasonable restrictions and lim-
itations which CSA grantees and delegate
agencies should not exceed.
- On September 30, 1976 the General

Services Administration filed changes to
the Federal Travel Regulations in the
FEDERAL REGISTER to be effective on or
after October 3, 1976. CSA's regulations
published-herein effectuate those changes
for CSA grantees, ie., the maximum al-
lowable per diem rate is increased to
$35.00 -and Philadelphia, Pennsylyania
and Newark, New Jersey have been-added
"to the list of high rate geographical -
areas. These regulations are effective on
N ovember 18, 1976, due to the fact that
changes to the Federal Travel Regula-
tions have previously been announced in
'the FEDERAL REGISTER.

Effective date: November 18, 1976.
(Sec. 602; 78 Stat. 503,42 U.S.C. 2942.)

ROBERT C. CHASE,
Deputy Director.

The regulations on per diem rates, 45
CFR 1069.4 are revised to read as follows:
Sec.
1069.4-1 Applicability.
1069.4-2 Purpose.
1069.4-3 Policy.
1069.4-4 Methods of reimbursement.
1069.4-5 Computation of e.xpense.

§ 1069.4-1 Applicability.
This subpart applies to all grant pro-

grams financially assisted under Titles
II, III-B and VII of the Community
Services-Act of 1974, if such assistance is
administered by the Community Services

.Administration.

§ 1069.4-2 Purpose.
The purpose of this subpart is to estab-

lish the method for CSA grantees and
delegate agencies to compute per diem
rates.
§ 1069.4-3 Policy.

(a) Grantees and delegate agencies
that follow the travel policies in the'
SGTR are hereby authorized to reim-
burse employees, consultants and mem-
bers of governing or administering
boards up to a maximum per diem rate
not in excess of $35.00 except when ac-
tual subsistence expenses travel is au-
thorized or approved due to the unusual
circumstances of the travel assignment
or travel to a designated high rate geo-
graphical area.

(b) The SGTR per diem and actual
expense rates are maximum and are not
intended to be applied on a blanket basis
to all grantee or delegate agency travel.
Grantees and delegate agencies shall
establish their own rules for determining
when the maximum (whether SGTR or
the agency's own lower maximum) shall
be used and when the lower rates shall
apply. Factors which should be consid-
ered when setting per diem rates are cost
of lodging and meals In the locality;
availability of meals and lodging at tem-
porary duty locations without charge, or
at nominal cost; special rites for meals
and lodging at meetings or conferences;
and extended duty at a place where the
traveler may obtain accommodations at
xeduce4 rates.

(c) The maximum rates adopted by a
grantee or delegate agency for official
travel outside the continental United
States shall be no higher than those pre-
scribed by the Civilian Personnel Per
Diem Bulletin.

(d) Inc4eased travel costs necessitated
by increased per diem rates must be ab-
sorbed within existing grant funds.

(e) The per diem rates in this subpart
are effective (for travel performed on or
after October 3, 1976) November 18, 1976.
§ 1069.4-1 Mtliods of reimhursenient.

(a) Per diem rate reimbursement. The
amount of the per diem paid must be
based on the average lodging cost per trip
(including applicable taxes) not to ex-
ceed $19.00 plus a daily allowance for
meals and miscellaneous expenses not to_
exceed $16.00. However, if- an agency's
own travel policies establish a lower
maximum per diem rate, or the terms of
its grant require a lower rate, the lower
maximum applies.

(b) Travel to high rate geographical
areas. Also allowed is the payment of
actual subsistence 'expenses whenever
temporary duty travel is performed to or
in a location designated by the General
Services Administration as a high rate
geographical area, except when the high
rate area is only an intermediate stop-
over point at which no.official duty is
performed.

Prescribed
Designated high rate geographical maximum

areas: daly rate

Boston, Mass. (all locations with-
in the-corporate lmits of B es-
ton and Cambridge, Mass.)__ $49. ca

Chicago. Ill. (all IcAtxions within
the corporate limits thereof) -- 43.03

Newark. N.J. (all locations within
tho corporate limits thereof) 42.00

Lo- Angeles, Calif. (all locations
within the outer boundaries of
the corporate limits of the city
of Lo Angeles. Including those
areas surrounded by the City of
Los Angeles and the Pacifie
coastline) ----- 40.00

New York. N.Y. (all locations
v.ithin the boroughs of the
Bronx, Brcokly, Manhattan,
Queens, and Staten Island)_. 50. 00

Philadelphia, Pa. (all locations
within Zhe city of Pnladel-
phla) -------------- ------ . 6.co

San Francisco, Calif. (all loca-
tions within the corporate
limits of San Franchco and
Oakland, Calif.) .. ....----- 4.1.00

Washington, D.C. (all locations-
within the corporate limits of
WaShIngton, D.C.; the Cities of
Alexandria, Falls Church. and
the counties of Arlington,
Loudoun, and Fairfax in Vir-
ginia. and the counties of
Montgomery and Prince
Georges in Maryland) ------- 50.00

(c) Unusual circumstances. (1) Actual
slibsistence expense reimbursement may
ae authorized or approved for specific
travel assignments within and outside
the continental United States when it is
determined that the maximum per diem"
allowance would be inadequate due to
the unusual circumstances of the travel
assignment.

(2) Actual subsistence expense reim-
bursement shall not be authorized or ap-
proved solely on the basis -of inflated
ledging and/or meal costs since inflated
costs are common to all travelers; some
unusual circumstances of the traveler's
assignment must be involved to cause the
lodging and/or meal costs to be higher
than those which normally would be in-
curred at a particular location. -

(3) Travelwhch involves unusual cir-
cumstances may include, but is not lim-
ited to. the following situations: (1) The
traveler attends a meeting, conference,
or training session away from his official
duty station where lodging and/or meals
must be procured at a prearranged place
(such as* the hotel where the meeting,
conference, or training session is being
held) and the lodging costs, incurred
because of such prearranged accommo-
dations, absorb all or practically all of
the maximum per diem allowance.

(11) The traveler, by reason of the as-
signment, necessarily incurs unusually
high expenses in the conduct of official

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL 41, NO. 224-THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 18, 1976

5 0 S25



50826

business such as for superior or extraor-
dinary accommodations including a suite
or other quarters for which the charge
is well above that which he would nor-
mally have to pay for accommodations.

(ii) The traveler necessarily incurs
unusually high expenses incident to his
assignment to accompany another trav-
eler in a situation as described above.

(4) For travel within the continental
United States involving unusual circum-
stances the maximum daily rate is $50.00.
§ 1069.4-5 Computation of expenses. 1

(a) Traveler may be authorized on
both per diem basis and an actual sub-
sistence expense basis during a single
trip when travel is performed in several
locations including high rate geographi-
cal areas; however, only one method of
reimbursement (per diem or actual sub-
sistence expense) shall be authorized
within the same day.

(b) In Instances of mixed travel in-
volving both per diem and actual subsist-
ence expenses, or several high rate geo-
graphical areas, the method of reim-
bursement and authorized rate for a
calendar day (beginning at 12:01 a.m.)
shall be determined by the location where
the lodgings are obtained for that day.
For example, when a traveler travels to
a high rate geographical area where he
performs official duties and obtains lodg-
ing, the reimbursement would be made
under the actual subsistence expense
method for the entire day not to exceed
the maximum rate prescribed for the
high rate area where the lodgings were
obtained.

(c) The method of reimbursement for
the day of return travel shall be com-
puted at the same-rate as authorized for
the first day of travel. For example, if a
traveler is authorized actual subsistence
expense reimbursement for the first day
of travel, reimbursement for the day of
return shall also be on actual subsistence
basis; if per diem is authorized for the
first day of travel, per diem shall also be
authorized for the day of return to home
or official station.

(d) Per diem. (1) To determine the
average cost of lodging, divide the total
amount paid for lodgings during the pe-
riod covered by the voucher by the num-
ber of nights for which lodgings were or
would have been required while away
from the official station, including any
nights for which free lodging, if any, was
received. Exclude from this computation
the night of the employee's return to his
residence or official station. If the aver-
age cost of lodging exceeds $19.00, $19.00
shall be used as the average cost of
lodging.

(2) To the average cost of lodging add
the allowance for meals and miscellane-
ous expenses. The resulting amount
rounded to the nex whole dollar, subject
to the maximum, is the per diem rate to
be applied to the traveler's reimburse-
ment voucher. This rate will be multi-
plied by the number of days or quarterly
fractions thereof to determine the
amount of per diem for which the trav-
eler Is reimbursed.

RULES AND REGULATIONS

(3) Receipts for lodging costs may be
required at the discretion of each agen-
cy; however, employees are required to
certify on their vouchers that per diem
claimed is based on the average cost for
lodging while on official travel within the
continental United States during the pe-
riod covered by the voucher.

(e) Actual subsistence expenses. For
travel to designated high rate geograpii-
cal areas and under unusual circum-
stances (§ 1069.4-4(c) ) the traveler must
itemize on his travel voucher the cost of
each meal (no receipt required) and the
actual cost of each night's lodging sup-,
ported by hotel or motel receipts. The
traveler shall be reimbursed for the ac-
tual expenses incurred for each day or
the daily maximum, whichever is lower.
If actual expenses for a given day exceed
the daily maximum the excess may not
be applied to another day in which ac-
tual expenses are less than the daily
maximum.

[FR Doc.76-34126 Filed 11-17-76;8:45 amj

- Title'49-Transportation

CHAPTER V-NATIONAL HIGHWAY TRAF-
FIC SAFETY ADMINISTRATION, DE-
PARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

[Docket No. 69-19; Notice 16 1

PART 571-MOTOR VEHICLE SAFETY
STANDARDS

Lamps, Reflective Devices, and Associated
Equipment

This notice amends 49 CFR 571.108
Motor Vehicle Safety Standard No. 108,
Lamps, Reflective Devices, and Associ-
ated Equipment, in minor respects.

This agency recently reviewed Motor
Vehicle Safety Standard No. 108 and dis-
covered five minor errors which this no-
tice corrects. The fist is an amendment
of S4.1.1.4 to substitute SAE Standard
J594e, "Reflex Reflectors", March 1970
as the referenced SAE Standard, a
change inadvertently omitted when
Table I and Table III were amended to
incorporate J594e (37 FR 15514, August
3, 1972). The second corrects typographi-
cal errors in S4.1.1.17 that occurred in
the republication of the standard on Au-
gust 23, 1976 (41 FR 35522). The third is
a correction of S4.3.1 which currently
excludes "S4.3.1.8" from its applicability.
There is no S4.3.1.8. The fourth amend-
ment corrects a typographical error in
S4.3.1.1.1 that also occurred in the re-
publication of the standard. The final
amendment substitutes "J593c, Febru-
ary 1968" in Table III as the referenced
standard for backup lamps, in place of
"J593e, July 1972". This error initially
occurred in "Volume 49 CFR Parts 200 to
999 revised as of October 1, 1975."

In consideration of the foregoing 49
CFPR 571.108, Motor Vehicle Safety
Standard No. 108 is amended as follows.

§ 5.71.108 [Amended]

1. In S4.1.1.4, the words "J594d, Re-
flex Reflectors, March 1967" are deleted
and the words "J594e, Reflex Reflectors,
March 1970" are substituted.

2. In S4.1.1,17 the lamps specified are
corrected to read: "Tail lamp, stop lamp,
and rear reflex reflector".

3. In S4.3.1, the beginning phrase of the
first sentence "Except as provided In
S4.3.1.1 through S4.3.1.8" Is deleted and
the phrase "Except as provided in suc-
ceeding paragraphs of S4.3.1" Is substi-
tuted.

4. In S4.3.1.1.1, the phrase "front and
read" is corrected to read: "front and
rear".

5. In Table III, the apjicable SAE
Standard specified In the final column
for backup lamps Is corrected to read:
"J593c, February 1968".

Effective date: November 18, 1976,
Since the amendments are corrective in
nature and Impose no additional burdeni
upon any person, It Is found for good
cause shown that an effective date earlier
than 180 days after issuance is In the
public interest,
(Sees. 103, 119, Pub. L. 89-503, 80 Stat. 718 (15
U.S.C. 1392, 1407); delegation of authority
at 49 CFR 1.50.)

Issued on November 12, 1976.
JOHN W. SNOW,

Administrator.
[FR Doc.76-33955 Filed 11-17-768:46 am)

CHAPTER X-INTERSTATE COMMERCE
COMMISSION

SUBCHAPTER B-PRACTICE AND PROCEDURE
[Ex Parte No. 55 (Sub-No. 19) 1

PART 1100--GENERAL RULES OF
PRACTICE

Revised Content Requirements and Page
Limitations On Petitions for Reconsid.
eration
At a general session of the Interstate

Commerce Commission held at its office
in Washington, D.C., on the 8th day of
November 1976.

It appearing, that by notice of pro-
posed rulemaking dated October 24, 1975.
the Commission Instituted the above.
entitled rulemaking proceeding; that on
November 10, 1975, notice of this rule-
making proceeding was published in the
FEDERAL REGISTER inviting written com-
ments by any person wishing to make
representations In favor of, or against,
the proposed rule amendment;

It further appearing, that Investiga-
tion of the matters and things involved
in this proceeding has been made; and
that the Commission, on the date hereof,
has made and filed Its report in this pro-
ceeding setting forth Its conclusions and
findings and Its reasons therefor, which
report Is hereby referred to and made a
part hereof;

It is ordered, That Subchapter B of
Chapter X of Title 49 of the Code of
Federal Regulations be, and It is hereby,
amended by adding to the Present rule
101(d) (49 CPR 1100.101(d)) the lan-
guage set forth in the attached notice,

It is further ordered, That this order
shall become effective on December 30,
1976, and shall remain In effect until
modified or revoked in whole or In p1art
by further order of the Commission,
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And it is further ordered, That notice
--of this order shall be given to the general
public by depositing a dopy thereof in the
Office of the Secretary of the Commis-
sion, at Washington, D.C., and by filing
a copy of- the attached notice with the
Director, Office of the-FEDER REGISTER
(49 U.S.C 304 and 305, 5 U.S.C. 553 and
559). -

-By the Commission.-
ROBERT L. OSWALD,

Secretarg.

REVISED CONTENT REQUIREMENTS AND PAGE
L IzUATI s ON PETITIONS FOR REco-
SIDERATION

- NOTICE OF RULE CHANGE

- Purpose. The purpose of this dotu-
ment is to announce the adoption of re-
vised content requirements and page
limitations on petitions for reconsidera-
tion filed with the Interstate Commerce
Commission. @
.There was published in the FEDERAL

REGISTER on November 10, 1975 (40 FR
52417) a notice of proposed rulemaking.

-involving a revision of the Commission's
general-rules of practice dealing ,with
petitions for reconsideration. The pres-
ent rule 101(d), 49 CFR 1100.101(d),
requires that-exceptions to statements of
fact-or matter of law and points relied
upon to -support exceptions to conclu-
sions made in the prior decision must
be stated and numbered separately,
When exception is taken to a statement
of fact, reference must also be made to
the-page or part of the record relied upon
to support the exception and a corrected
statement must be incorporated. While
generally petitions filed pursuant to this
section of the rules have followed the
noted requirenients, such compliance has
not been uniform.

The amended rule requires petitioners
to set-forth the necessary specifications
of alleged error, relief sought, and argu-
ment in support thereof, in summary
form in a preface to the petition, suitably
paragraphed, which shall be a succinct,
but acdurate and clear, condensation of
the matter raised on petition. The pre-
face shall not exceed 3 pages, except in
extraordinary circumstances, and upon
leave granted. It is anticipated that such
waiver of the page limitation shall be
granted only in those proceedings which
involve novel or complex issues of fact
or law. Replies to petitions shall, in no
greater number of preface pages, ad-
dress, point by point, the specifications
set forth in the preface to the petition to
which they are directed. In addition'to
the above amendment, the Commission
has imposed a 10-page limitation (except
in extraordinary circumstances and
.upon leave granted) upon petitions for
reconsideration in those cases wherein a
divisidn has already considered either
exceptions or a prior petition for appel-
late, review.

The amended rule is designed to en-
courage parties to organize their presen-
tation better, to enable the Commission

RULES AND REGULATIONS

to identify the key Issues in the case, to
streamline the internal review process,
and to direct attention to new issue
raised by prior appellate action.

The above-specified rule change was
made under the authority of sections
204 and 205 of the Interstate Commerce
Act (49 U.S.C. 304 and 305) and sections
553 and 559 of the Administrative Pro-
cedure Act (5 U.S.C. 553 and 559). The
effective date of the Commisslon's order
in this proceeding is December 30. 1976.

Accordingly, 49 CFR 1100.101(d) is
amended by adding the following lan-
guage to the end thereof:

§ 1100.101 Petitions for rehearing, re-,
argument, or reconsideration, (Rule
101).

(d) * * I Such specifications of al-
leged error, relief sought, and argument
in support thereof must be summarized,
in a preface to the petition, suitably
paragraphed, which shall be a succinct,
but accurate and clear, condensation of
the mattersraised on petition. Except in
extraordinary cIrcumstances, and upon
leave granted, the preface shall not ex-
ceed three pages. Replies to petitions
shall also contain a preface of no more
pages than permitted in the petition's
preface, and shall addresis, point by
point, the specifications of alleged error,
relief sought and argument in the pref-
ace to the petition. Except in extraor-
dinary circumstances, and upon leave
granted, in proceedings in which a divi-
sion reverses, changes, or modifies a prior
decision by a hearing officer or an em-
ployee board, petitions for reconsidera-
tion addressed to the division in an ap-
pellate capacity, and replies thereto,
shall not exceed 10 pages, in addition to
the preface required by this paragraph.

[FR Doc.76-34066 Filed 11-17-76;8'45 am)

PART 1101-TEMPORARY OPERATING

AUTHORMES AND APPROVALS

Miscellaneous Amendments
At a general session of the Interstate

Commerce Commission, held at its offlce
in Washington, D.C., on the 9th day of
November 1976.

It is ordered, That based on the rea-
sons set forth in the attached notice,
Chapter X of Title 49 of the Code of
Federal Regulations be, and It is hereby,
modified as set forth in the attached
notice.

It is further ordered, That this order
shall became effective on November 18,
1976.

It is further ordered, That notice of
this order shall be given to the general
public by depositing a copy of this order
and the attached notice in the Office
of the Secretary, Interstate Commerce
Commission, Washington, D.C., for pub-
l inspection, and by delivering a copy
of the notice to the Director, Office of the
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Federal Register for publication in the
FEDRaL RzcISTR as notice to interested
persons.

By the Commisson.
ROBERT To. OSWALD,

Secretary.
At a general session of the Interstate

Commerce Commission, the Commission
voted on November 9, 1976, to amend 49
CF Part 1101, (a) by changing the in-
troductory language of § 11011 from:

The Commisslon will determine upon writ-
ten request by any interested party, or It
may determine upon its own initiative,
whether under section 558 of the Adminis-
trative Procedure Act (5 U.S.C. 558):

to:
§ 1101.1 Extension of temporary op-

crating authority or approval.

Pursuant to section 558 of the Admin-
istrative Procedure Act (5 U.S.C. 558),
when an applicant has made timely and
sufficient application for a renewal of,
or new, authority or approval in accord-
ance with applicable Commission rules:

(b) by deleting the lasIt sentence of
§ 1101.1, which reads:

In order to afford sufficient time for con-
sideratlon and action thereon, 'a written re-
quest for such a determination should be
filed not later than 30 days prior to expira-
tion of the temporary operating authority
or approval,

and, (C) by changing the introductory
language of § 1101.2froln:

In making the determination provided in
S1101.a, the Commission will. be guided by

the following Interpretations of the provi-
slons of the last sentence of section 558 of
the Administrative Procedure Act (5 U.C.
558), and of theprovislons of section 210&(a)
of the Interstate Commerce Act (49 U..C.
310a(a)):

to:
§ 1101.2 Definitions and interpreta-

tions.

A determination as to the applicability
of § 1101.1 will be guided by the follow-
ing interpretations of the provisions of
the last sentence of section 558 of the
Administrative Procedure Act (5 U.S.C.
558), and of the provisions of section
210a(a) of the Interstate Commerce
Act (49 U.S.C. 310a(a)):

The purpose of this amendment is to
reflect that continuation in force of any
temporary operating authority, granted
under section 210a(a) or 311(a) of the
Interstate Commerce Act (49 U.S.C. 310
a(a) and 911(a)), and any temporary
approval, granted under sections 210a
(b) or311(b) of theinterstate Commerce
Act (49 U.S.C. 310"(b) and 911(b)), is
automatic, pursuant to section 558 of the
Administrative Procedure Act (5 U.S.C.
558), when the criteria of section 558 are
satisfied.

IPB Do.76-34067 Filed 11-17-76;8:45 am]
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Title 50-Wildlife and Fisheries National Moose Range except the use of
CHAPTER I-UNITED STATES FISH AND lightweight, motorized vehicles corn-

WILDLIFE SERVICE, DEPARTMENT OF manly identified by the general term
THE INTERIOR "snowmobile" is authorized on certain

designated areas of the Kenai National
PART 26-PUBLIC ACCESSS, USE, AND Moose Range and subject to the follow-

RECREATION lug special conditions:
1(enai National Moose Range, Alaska 1. Only snowmobiles with an overall

The following special regulation is is- width of 40 inches or 'less will be per-
sued and is effective on November 18, mitted. s novobiles will be
1976. 2. The use of,., yoblswilb

authorized during the period of Decem-
§ 26.34 Special regulations, public ac- ber 1, 1976 through April 30, 1977, and

cess, use, and recreation; for individ- only when snow depth is sufficient to
ual wildlife refuge areas. protect underlying vegetation and ter-

ALASKA rain along *the route -of travel and when
determined and announced by the refuge

KENAI NATIONAL MOOSE RANGE manager.

The landing and operation of aircraft 3. The use of snowmobiles is prohibited
in the Kenai National Moose Range, in those game management units of the
under other than emergency conditions, Kenai National Moose Range, during an
Is prohibited except as authorized in thQ established moose hunting season. The
following designated areas: North of the use of snowmobiles as an aid in big game
Sterling Highway aircraft may land on. hunting or for transporting big game
lakes except those lakes with recreational animals, except fur animals, is not
developments including campgrounds, authorized.
camp sites, road waysides with connect- 4. The use of snowmobiles on main-
ing access trails, and the canoe system tained roads within the Moose Range is
lakes. Furthermore, the Swan Lake prohibited, except that, a snowmobile
Canoe Route area and the several public 'may cross a maintained road only aftelz
recreational lakes bounded on the west stopping and when traffic on the roadway
by the Swanson River Road, bounded on allows crossing safely.
the north by the Swan Lake Road, 5. That area above timberline location
bounded on the east by the north-south between Skilak lake and Tustumena lake
section line immediately west of Arrow is not authorized for snowmobile use.
Lake (located at the eastern terminus of 6. The area within T.4 N., R.10 W.,
Swan Lake Road) and continuing south Section 5 and those portions of Sections
5.8 miles to its intersection with the 6 and 7 east of the Sterling.Highway
Moose River (1 mile SE of the eastern right-of-way, including the Soldotna Ski
most shore of Swan Lake), thence down- Hill, the cross-country ski trails, Head-
stream the Moose River, and bounded quarters Lake and Nordic Lake, is not a
on the south by the Moose Range bound- designated snowmobile area.
ary, is not a designated aircraft landing 7. The use of snowmobiles for racing
area; south of the north shoreline of the purposes is prohibited.
Kenai River and Skilak Lake, aircraft 8. The Swanson River canoe route
may land on lakes and rivers except lakes and portages are closed to-9now-
the following lakes not authorized for mobile use.

-aircraft operations include: Bench- 9. An area including the Swan Lake
land, Cirque, Crater, Emma, Horsetrail, canoe route and peveral road connected
Marmot Lakes, Newman's, Timberline, public recreational lakes is not a desig-
Trophy and Wolverine; nated snowmobile area. That area closed

a. The landing of aircraft on any road, to such use is bounded on the west by
glacier or ice field is also prohibited. the Swanson River Road, bounded on the

north by the Swan Lake Road, boundedb. Hidden Lake, Swanson Lake, Gene on the east by-the section line immedi-
Lake, and Pepper Lake are designated ately west of Arrow Lake (which is lo-
aircraft landing areas, in season, for the cated at the eastern terminus of Swan
purpose of sport ice fishing only. -Lake road open to the public) and pro-

c. Bottenintnin Lake is a designated ceeds south 5.8 miles to its intersection
aircraft landing area. with the headwaters of Moose River (one-

The operation ,of off-road vehicles - half mile southeast of the easternmost
commonly xeferred to as all-terrain ye- shore of Swan Lake), thence downstream
hicles (ATV's) is prohibited on the Kena along the west bank of Moose River, and

bounded on the south by the Mooso
Range boundary.

Regulations and maps describing
designated aircraft landing/snowmobile
areas are available at the Kenai National
Moose Range Headquarters, Box 500,
Kenai, Alaska 99611, phone 283-4877.
, The provisions of this special regula-
tion supplement the regulations which
govern public access, use, and recreation
on wildlife refuge areas generally and
which are set forth in Title 50, Code of
Federal Regulations, 'Part 26, and gro
effective through May 31, 1977.

ROBERT A. RIcHEY,
Acting .Refuge Manager, Kenai

National Moose Range, Kenai,
Alaska 99611.

NOVEMBER 2, 1976.
[FR Doc.76-34079 Filed 11-17-708:46 aml

PART 33-SPORT FISHING
Kirwin National Wildlife Refuge, Kansas
The following special regulation is I.-

sued and is effective on November 18,
1976.
§ 33.5 Special regulations- sport fish-

ing; for individual wildlife refuge
areas.

KANSAS
IKIRWIN NATIONAL WILDLIFE REUGE

Sport fishing on the Kirwin National
Wildlife Refuge, Kansas Is permitted
from January 1 through December 31,
1977, inclusive, on all areas not desig-
nated by signs as closed to fishing. These
open areas, comprising 5,000 acres, are
delineated on maps available at refuge
headquarters, 5 miles west of Kirwn,
Kansas, and from the Regional Director,
Fish and Wildlife Service, P.O. Box 25480,
Denver Federal Center, Denver, Colorado
80225. Sport fishing shall be in accord-
ance with all applicable State regula-
tions.

The provisions of this special regula-
tion supplement the regulations which
govern fishing on wildlife refuge areas
generally which are set forth in Title 50,
Code of Federal Regulations, Part 33,
and are-effective through December 31,
1977.

KEITH S. HIANSEN,
Refuge Manager, Kirwin Na-

tional Wildlife Re/uge, Kir-
win, Kansas.

NOVEMBER 8, 1976.
[FR Doc.76-34080 Filed 11-17-768:46 am]
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-proposed rules
This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER contains notices to the public of the proposed issuance of rules and regulations. The purpose of

these notices is to give interested persons an opportunity to participate In the rule making prior to the adoption of the final rules- I

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
-COMMISSION
E 10 CFR Part 2 ]

FINANCIAL ASSISTANCE TO PARTICI-
PANTS IN COMMISSION PROCEEDINGS
Statement of Considerations Terminating

Rulemaking
Since August of 1975, the Commission

has had under consideration in an in-
formal rulemaking proceeding .(PR-2)
the matter of possible financial assistance
to participants in its proceedings (40 FR
37056, Aug. 25, 71975). At the time the
rulemaking was initiated, the Commis-
sion had the benefit of a specially com-
missioned study of such funding to assist
in identifying relevant issues and to pro-
vide a data base for the projected rule-
making. Extensive public comments on
the legal, policy and practical questions
involved, and on the funding study, have
been received and analyzed. The Comp-
troller General of the United States has
rendered an opinion concerning the ex-
tent of the Commission's authority to
render financial assistance. And the
Commission has drawn upon its own ex-
perience and that of its regulatory sfaff
and adjudicatory boards in considering
the questions presented by the funding
concept.

On. the basis of these considerations,
as set forth hereafter, the Commission

-has determined not to initiate a pro-
gram to provide funding for partici-
pants in its licensing, enforcement and
.antitrust proceedings, and, as a general
proposition,- in its rulemaking proceed-
ings. These determinations rest upon
both.policy considerations and the lim-
ited exten'of the.Commission's present
-authority to extend financial assistance
under the Comptroller General's ruling.
However, the Commissidn has decided to
propose a framework for the provision
of direct financial assistance in its pend-
ing proceeding to determine whether
widescale commercial use of mixed, ox-
ide fueloshould be auth6rized (common-
ly called the."GESMO" proceeding), be-
cause -of -the extraordinary importance
and far-reaching ramifications of that
particular proceeding. The Commission
intends to ask the next Congress for a
specific appropriation from which fund-

- ing for GESMO participants could be
provided. The Commission has also de-

7 cided to relieve qualified Participants in
the GESMO proceeding of some proce-
dural cost burdens -they would other-
-wise have to bear, and to study meas-
ures available for similar relief in other

- proceedings. -

This statement will discuss in appro-
priate detail the procedural background
.of this matter, the. extent of the Com-

mission's present funding authority, the
policy and practical considerations bear-
ing'on the funding question as viewed
by the Commission in the light of the
rulemaking record and Its own experi-
ence, the framework for funding the
Commission would establish in the
GESMO proceeding If Congress so au-
thorizes, and the Commission's planned
study regarding possible relief from pro-
cedural burdens in other proceedings.

PROCEDURAL BACKGROUND
The Nuclear Regulatory Commission

and its predecessor, the Atomic Energy
Commission, have not heretofore pro-
vided any financial assistance to partic-
ipants in their proceedings. With the
exception of the Federal Trade Com-
mission, which has express statutory au-
thority to provide financial assistance to
qualified participants in rulemaking pro-
ceedings, no federal regulatory agency
has an established program for provi-
sion of finanqial assistance.'

The first r-quests-to the Atomic En-
ergy Commission for financial assist-
ance were made In 1972 by intervenors
in nuclear licensing proceedings. The
Atomic Energy Act of 1954 makes no ex-
press provision for such funding. In two
opinions issued in early 1973, that Com-
mission stated, without any extended
discussion of the question, that it did
not have authority to provide financial
assistance to intervenors.-" In the sum-
mer of 1974, acknowledging that the law
in this area was not clear, the Atomic
Energy Commission denied a request for
financial assistance from intervenors in
the Midland show cause proceeding for
lack of an adequate showing of need,
without reaching the statutory author-
ity question. In that proceeding, one of
the groups associated with the funding
request was the United Auto Workers
of Amerlca an organization then having
a net worth in excess of $100 million 2

In the latter part of 1974, requests for
financial assistance were filed by inter-

The Consumer Product Safety Commis-
slon has been reviewing the question of fi-
nancial assistance. See Report to the Nuclear
Regulatory Commission "Policy IUsues Raised
by Intervenor Requests for Financial Asslzt:
ance in NRC Proceedings," pp. 44-45 (here-
after cited as the "Boasberg Report'). The
Food and Drug Administration recently Initi-
ated an informal rulemaking proceeding on
the question. 41 Fed. Reg. 3555. Section f(c)
(4) of the recently enacted "Toxic Substance3
Control Act." P.L. 94-4Q9. which becomes ef-
fective In January 1977. contains express au-
thority for funding of participants In cer-
tain rulemaling proceedings.
-See Metropolitan Edison Company (Three

Mile Island Nuclear Station), 6 AEC (1973);
Philadelphia Electric Company (Peach Bot-
tom Atomic Power Station), 6 AEC (1973).

venor groups In several additional pro-
ceedings, both licensing and rulemaking.
At the same time, the Energy Reorgani-
zation Act of 1974 was pending before the
Congress. The Senate adopted an amend-
ment to that measure which would have
expressly authorized provision of finan-
cial assistance to participants in Com-
mission proceedings. However, that
amendment was deleted by the confer-
ence committee. In its report, the con-
ference committee stated that the dele-
tion of the funding amendment was:

0* I n no way Intended to express an
opinion that parties are or are not now en-
titled to some relmbursemgnt for any or all
costs incurred in licensing proceedings.
Rather. It was felt that because there are cur-
rently several cases on this subject pending
before the Commission, It would be best to
withhold Congressional action until these
issues have been definitively determined. The
rezolutlon of thece Lszues will help the Con-
gres determine whether a provision similar
to title V Is necessary since it appears that
there Is nothing In the Atomic Energy Act,
as amended, which would preclude the Com-
miion from reimbursing parties where it
deems It nececsar.
Rep. No. 93-1445, 93d Cong., 2d Sess., p.
37. Thus. Congress left the issue unre-
solved at that Juncture.

In those circumstances ,the AEC con-
cluded that the Issue should be explored
In a rulemaking proceeding, and that the
broad policy issues raised by the funding
question should be addressed by the suc-
cessor Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
The Atomic Energy Commission also con-
cluded that it would be desirable to com-
nission a study by persons other than
agency employees of the policy and prac-
tical issues involved. The particular peti-
tions for assistance then pending before
It were denied as premature. See, Con-
sumers Power Company (Big Rock Point
Nuclear Plant), 8 AEC 820 (1974).

In early 1975, shortly following its
establishment, the Nuclear Regulatory
Commission reviewed competitive pro-
posals received in response to an invita-
tion for proposals and selected the
Washington law firm of Boasberg,
Hewes, Klores and Kass to conduct a
study of funding and report to it. The
Boasberg firm was charged to determine
the advantages and disadvantages of
funding both from a policy perspective
and in the light of practical -considera-
tions. The firm was asked to make an
objective analysis of available options,
without a recommendation based on its
own assessment of the preferred policy
choice. In July 1975, the report of the
Boasberg firm, entitled "Policy Issues

aSee Conmumers Power Company (Midland
Plant), 8 AEC 1 (1974).
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Raised by Intervenor Requests for Finan-
cial Assistance in NRC Proceedings," was
presented to the Commission, printed by
it as NUREG-75/071, and made available
to the public.

In August 1975, the Commission de-
cided to institute an informal rulemak- -
ing proceeding on the funding question.
A notice was published in the FEDERAL
REGISTER calling for public comment on'
the issue of statutory authority, the
policy and practical issues raised by the
funding concept, 'and whether there
might be preferable alternatives to fund-
ing. 40 FR 37056. No specific rule was
proposed at that time. The notice also
stated that the question of statutory
authority would be' referred to the
Comptroller General.

STATUTORY AUTHoRIT FOR FUNDING AND
THE ROLE OF CONGRESS

In February 1976, the Comptroller
General issued his decision on the ques-
tion of the Commission's authority to
fund participants in its proceedings.
File No. B-92288. The Comptroller Gen-
eral rejected the argument that such
funding could not be provided in the ab-
sence of express statutory authority. The
question, as the Comptroller viewed it,
was "whether it is necessary to pay the
expenses of indigent intervenors in order
to carry out NRC's statutory functions
in making licensing determinations." He
further expressed the opinion that "only
the administering agency can make that
determination." In the light of these con-
siderations, the Comptroller General
concluded that in any proceeding:
. If NRC in the exercise of its administra-
tive discretion, determines that it cannot
make the required determination unless it
extends financial assistance to certain inter-
ested parties who require it, and whose par-
ticipation is essential to dispose- of the mat-
ter before it, we would iot object to use of
Its appropriated funds for this purpose.
(emphasis added). B-92288 at 4.

Thus, under the Comptroller General's
view of our authority, we must make two
related determinations as preconditions
to any provision of funding to a would-
be participant: (1) That we "cannot
make" necessary licensing or rulemaking
determinations-such as that a proposed
facility can be constructed and operated
without undue risk to the health and
safety of -the public (10 CPR 50.35)-
unless financial assistance is extended to
participants who require it; and. (2)
That the funded participation is "essen-
tial" to our disposition of such issues.

While it may be that certain'Commis-
sion applicarits could, in limited circum-
,stances, meet this test, the principal area
of discussion, as evidenced by public dis-
cussion and by the comments the Com-
mission has received, regards funding of
two other classes ofparticipants in Com-
mission proceedings- intervenors in li-
censing proceedings, and-participants in
Commission rulemaking hearings. For
the reasons detailed below, based on
the rulemaking record and our exten-
sive e iperience in licensing and rule-
making proceedings, "with and without

outside participants, we cannot make the
determinations the Comptroller General
believes to be essential' preconditions to
the provision of funding for these groups.
While participation has been helpful In
particular licensing and rulemaking pro-
ceedings and while such participation
may serve other valuable social purposes,
we certainly cannot say that we "can-
not make" the safety, safeguards, envi-
ronmental or antitrust findings required
of us by relevant statutes unless we fund
these parties, or that the participation
of such parties is "essential" to dispose
of matters before us

We note that many of the public com-
ments addressed the question of our sta-
tutory authority as well as other issues
and we are advised that those comment-
ing did not also submit their comments
to the Comptroller General, although
they were free to do so. As the Comp-
troller General's opinion states, our Gen-
eral Counsel provided him "with a num-
ber -of representative letters of, opinion
from both proponents and opponents." .
The Comptroller General's opinion ad-
dresses the principal arguments made in
the comments in oppositionto the exist-
ence of NRC funding authority. As a
matter of legal authority, we could ad-
dress the legal question independently
and we could conceivably reach a differ-
ent result. However; we find the Comp-
troller General's analysis of this complex
legal question thorough and persuasive,
and we believe that, on an issue of this
character, his opinion is entitled to sub-
!tantial deference. Particularly in view
of the Comptrdller's strong suggestion, in
which we fully concur, that ultimately
Congress should address and resolve
funding issues, we will be guided by the
Comptroller General's statement of our
legal authority in resolving the issues now
before us.,

We turn now to the question of Con-
gress' role. Following his discussion of

'Commissioner Gilinsky, in his separate
statement, accepts the Comptroller General's
standard, but indicates that he believes cer-
tain unspecified proceedings could meet that
test. We, of course, will continually reeval-
uate our agency's proceedings to determine
whether required determinations cannot be
made 'without funding participants. But in,
light of our experience to date as well as our
view that Congress is the proper institution
to provide funding, we cannot agree with
Commissioner Gilinsky's suggestion that the
Comptroller General's standards provide the
basis for submissions by parties on a case-
by-case basis. Rather, we believe that an
offer of funding to those who satisfy the
Comptroller General's standards would be,
on the basis of our present analysis, -a right
in name only, without any practical sub-
stance.

Three sets of comments supplied to the
Comptroller General-those of the Atomic
Industrial Foruzh, LeBoeuf, Lamb, Lelby &
MacRae, and Lowenstein, Newman, Reis and
Axelrad-argued the negative of the author-
ity question. Three sets of comments argued
the, affirmative case--those of the Natural
Resources Defense Council, Council for Pub-
lic Interest Law, and Ecology Action. The
bulk of the comments did not address the
authority question in any detail.

NRC's present authority tofund partici-
pants In its proceedings, the Comptroller
General expressed the opinion that it
would be desirable for the extent ol such
authority to be spelled out in legislation
by the Congress, saying that:

Notwithstanding the above, wo believe it
would be advisable for the parameters of such
financial assistance, and the scope and limi-
tations on the use of appropriated funds for
this purpose to be fully set forth by the
Congress In legislation, as wavs done in the

-case of the 77C by the "Magnuson-M oss"
Act, supra. We note that the Joint Committee
on Atomic Energy is currently considering
S. 1655, 04th Congress. which would accom-
plish the same objectives as the Kennedy
amendment discussed, aupra. In addition S.
2715, 94th Congress, which would provide
general authority for payment of oxpensos
of Intervenors in proceeding subject to the
Administrative Procedures Act, 5 U.S.C. 1 561
et seq. (1970) as well as in soecifled types of
litigation is now before the Senate Commit-
tees on Government Operations and JU-
diciary.

And following the Comptroller deneral's
ruling on the NRC's authority to fund
intervenors, Congressman Moss asked for
that official's opinion whether the ra-
tionale of the NRC ruling would also be
applicable to nine other federal regula-
tory agencies, the FCC, FTC, FPC, ICC,
CPSC, SEC, FDA, EPA, and the National
Highway Traffic Safety Administration,
In a letter dated May 10, 1976, the Comp-
troller General stated that:

[Tihere is no significant difference in the
relevant authorities for the nine agencies you
named and those of the NRC. Accordingly,
the rationale of our February 19 decision to
NRC is ,equally applicable to each agency
named.

The Comptroller General went on to
suggest that:

For the reasons set forth in the NRC doo-
sion, v/e believe it would be advisable for the
parameters of such financial assistance, and
the scope and limitations on the uso of
appropriated funds for this purpose to be
fully set forth by the Congress In legislation,
as was done in the case of the Federal Trade
Commission. *

In view of the Comptroller General's
second ruling, in response to the inquiry
from Congressman Moss, it Is now clear
that most of the major regulatory agen-
cies in the federal government may have
some discretionary authority to fund par-
ticipants in their proceedings Many of
the considerations which argue for and
against such funding would aupear to be
applicable to most, if not all, of these
agencies. As noted by the Comptroller
General, the Congress Just adjourned
had several funding proposals under ac-
tive consideration. Relatively narrow pro-
posals providing express authority for
payment of attorneys' fees to the pre-
vailing party in specified classes of civil
rights cases and for attorneys' fees -and
other expenses in certain agency rule-
making and litigation under the '"roxic
Substances Control Act" were enacted at
the close of the session. See 121 Cong.
Rec. S. 17053 (daily ed.) ; Pub. L. 94-469.

Such narrow statutory enactments, as
exceptions to the traditional and gen-
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evally applicable American rule that each
party to litigation bears its own expenses,
have been the prevailing-pattern to date.
See Alyeska-Pipeline Service Company v.
Wilderness SocietY, 421 U.S. 240 (1975).
S. 2715, a proposal that would have over-
ruled the AZyeska decision and provided
broad authority for funding in agency
proceedings was reported favorably from
committee in the Senate, but did not
come to a-vote. In light of these consid-
erations, we fully agree with the Comp-
troller General that Congress should set
forth in legislation the scope and limita-
-tons ori the use of appropriated funds for
funding participants in agency proceed-
ings if-it decides, as- matter of policy

- choice, that such funding is in the public
interest. It would be inappropriate for
individual agencies like the NRC, on the
basis of their necessarily restricted per-
spectives and mandates, to attempt to
resolve this value-laden issue without
legislative guidance.

The institutional role of Congress in
resolving the funding question must be
respected. Funding involves the direct
transfer of public money to support a
.private viewpoint; a viewpoint which is
not subject to control or oversight by
the public's elected representatives and
which may or may not-reflect the views
of many members of the public. Ordi-
narily, in our society, private viewpoints
are funded by private sources. Congress,
of course, can alter that presumption; a
reasonable procedure since Congressmen
are elected and thus must answer di-
rectly when they spend their constitu-
ents' morley. Congress might feel, for
example, -that the increased public par-
ticipation and public confidence that
may be brought about by funding private
groups calls for the provision of such
funding. From our perspective, we lack
notonly the statutory.authority to pro-
vide funding, but we also find, as a policy
matter, that a -non-elected regulatory
Commission is not the proper institution
to expend public funds in this fashion
absent express Congressional authoriza-
tion. We recognize, of course, our obliga-
tion to provide Congress with our views
on whether it should.appropriate money
for funding participants in our -proceed-
ings. Congress. can then weigh ,those
views along- with -the other policy con-
cerns it quite properly considers in> de-
termining spending priorities. For the
reasons described herein, we do not rec-
ommend that Congress provide funding
for ordinary licensing or rulemaking pro-
ceedings, although we do make such a
recommendation in regard to the GES
MO matter. But in all of these cases, we
believe the final decision rests squarely
with Congress.

POLICY AND PRACT1CAL CONSzDERATIONS

The funding -concept raises a very
broad range of policy and practical is-
sues. In our judgment, the Boasberg Re-
port- meets its stated purpose "to focus
and develop the myriad issues raised by

,intervenor requests for financial assist-
ance for the ... rulemaking proceeding."
Report, p. 2. We have found the Report

helpful in providing an Initial data base.
for the rulemaking and In analyzing the
issues we are addressing now. We have
taken into consideration each of the
inajor points raised by the Report and
the public comments that are relevant to
our disposition of the basic policy ques-
tions involved. We will undertake in this
statement to set forth the reasons for our
conclusions with reference to the major
arguments, pro and con, listed in the re-
port and raised in the comments con-
cerning those questions. Because of the
dispositions we are making of these basic
policy issues, we find it unnecessary to
address in any detail issues of practical
implementation. While it would be un-
realistic to disregard a number of for-
midable problems that implementation
would entail, we do not believe imple-
mentation issues should dictate policy
choices.

Before turning to the merits of the
basic issues, two observatlons with ref-
reference to the Boasberg Report are In
order. First, in accordance with its con-
tract, the Boasberg firm did not make
specific policy recommendations as to
how the NRC should resolve the funding
question. In order to present an objective
analysis without specific policy recom-
mendations, express or Implied, the Re-
port largely followed a format of listing
pro and con arguments on particular is-
-sues in a carefully balanced fashion.
without assignment of comparative
weight to particular arguments. For ex-
ample, in the chapter entitled "Should
Financial Assistance Be Provided to In-
tervenors"-the basic policy issue pre-
sented here-the report discusses five
"Arguments in Favor of Intervenor Fi-
nancing" and five "Arguments Against
Intervenor Financing." Given the terms
of its NRC contract, this balanced ap-
proach was appropriate. However, as the
governmental agency charged with the
responsibility of making the policy de-
cisions involved here, it is our duty to at-
tempt to assess the comparative weight
to which these arguments are entitled
and, within the limits of our competence,
to make judgments on the issues they
raise. As indicated below, we believe that
a few of these arguments on the basic
policy issue are of critical importance,
and that others are either of lesser sig-
nificance or of such a political nature
that they are largely beyond our compe-
tence to assess.

The second observation we would make
with regard to the Boasberg Report is
that It necessarily relied very heavily on
the technique of personal interviews In
gathering data and surfacing the issues.
The authors conducted in-depth inter-
views of approximately 100 people; repre-
senting a wide spectrum of opinion. We
think it important to note, however, that
many of the issues contain large subjec-
tive elements and resist quantification.
For example, the discussion of intervenor
contributions to our proceedings In the
Boasberg Report (pp. 88-96) appears to
be based largely on interviews with In-
tervenors themselves. Yet clearly there
will be- differences of view as to the sig-
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nifIcance of a particular intervenor's
contribution to a proceeding.

We believe that the arguments
asserted, pro and con, are most usefully
considered In the context of a specific
type of proceeding. In the case of this
Commlssion, the most important oppor-:
tunites for participation, as borne out
by our experience, are by intervention in
the licensing of individual reactors and
by particpation In generic rulemaking
proceedings.
LIsCENISG PRoczoMsas FOR IIDIVIDUAL

RrACToRs
There is no questioning the social value

of public participation in agency deci-
sionmaking nor, as our later comments
make clear, do we underrate the contri-
butions that intervenors have made in
the process through outside participation
as such. We are, however, unable to make
the finding specified by the Comptroller
General, viz., that without funding we
"cannot make the required [licensing]
determination" and that the participa-
tion of funded groups Is "essential to dis-
pose of the matter!'

The issue we turn to now is whether,
apart from our present authority, we
think It reasonable to, anticipate that
provision of financial assistance from the
federal treasury to intervenors in such
proceedings would be in the public in-
terest, weighing advantages. against dis-
advantages insofar as we are competent
to do so. The question for the Congress
here is whether funded intervenors would
make sufficiently greater contributions
to the resolution of safety and environ-
mental Issues In individual licensings
than are being made now by intervenors
relying on their own resources, to
warrant the expenditure of public funds.
Our review of the record, in the light of
our experience, leads us to doubt whether
funding would provide such a benefit.

The principal reasons for our position
in this regard are straightforward. The
safety considerations raised by modem
commercial light water reactors are by
now very well understood, and we have a
comprehensive, expertly staffed, well-
developed regulatory regime to- which
such reactors are subject. Our regula-
tory staff has developed in-depth exper-
tse on reactor safety issues over the past
two decades In the course of reviewing
safety aspeots of hundreds of proposed
reactors. The staff's task on every safety
issue Is to assure that no facility is li-
censed unless such action Is fully con-
sistent with the public health and safety.
We believe the staff performs that task7
well. Moreover, we are continually
scrutinizing the staff effort to insure that
every safety concern is brought to light.
In a field as complex and important as
nuclear power, the staff is not mono-
lithic; indeed no one would wish it to be
so. On November 4 of this year we pub-
lished, along with the Director of Nuclear
Reactor Regulation, a series of policy
statements designed to insure that all
staff views are effectively made known,
and that dissenting staff viewpoints are
carefully considered and made public. It
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is this kind of policy that helps assure
that our processes are thorough and ob-
jective and are perceived as such.

In addition to the safeguards of in-
depth staff review, each proposed reactor"
is subject to independent safety scrutiny
by the Advisory Committee on Reactor
Safeguards, composed of outside experts,
and by an Atomic Safety and Licensing
Beard and Atomic Safety and Licensing
Appeal Board. The Licensing and Appeal
Boards also include technical experts,
and their expertise is brought to bear
whether or not the application for a con-
struction permit or operating license is
contested by an intervenor. Those boards
have demonstrated impressive capability
for looking into significant safety issues
on their own motion when the occasion
warrants. See, e.g., Northern States
Power Company (Prairie Island Station),
ALAB-343. Given this advanced state of
the art in reactor safety, the profession-
alism, depth and experience of our regu-
latory staff, and the further screening
provided by expert committee and board
review,, we simply are unable to make
the determinations set forth in the
Comptroller General's standard.

Similarly. we do not believe that fund-
ing intervenors would markedly improve
the resolution of environmental issues.
As in the safety area, the regulatory staff
and the agency review boards have de-
veloped substantial expertise in the ex-
ploration of environmental issues and
their presentation in environmental im-
pact statements and in the hearing proc-
ess. The staff has frequently obtained
utility acceptance of conditions designed
to protect the environment as a condi-
tion of their support for a construction
permit or operating license application.
In some cases, staff requests for such
.conditions have been resisted by appli-
cants and the staff has presented its posi-
tion on environmental issues in opposi-
tion to the applicant and with the sup-
port of intervenor groups. See, e.g., Con-
solidated Edison Company of New York
(Indian Point Station, Unit 2), 7 AEC 323
(1974). And, as in the case of safety ques-
tions, most of the environmental impacts
associated with increasingly standardized
commercial light water reactors are by
now quite familiar. Relatively standard-
ized remedies have been developed to
mitigate these environmental impacts,
such as closed-cycle cooling to eliminate
thermal discharges into rivers and lakes,
radiolomical monitoring programs cov-
ering effluents, and the like.

Moreover, in the environmental area,
more so than in the safety area, there is
active participation by other government
agencies, insuring that no concerns are
overlooked. The National Environmental
Policy Act itself requires that we obtain
input from other agencies. Federal, state
and local bodies often participate and
even share authority in a broad range of
environmental matters involving unclear
licensing.

Apart from the possibility of substan-
tive contributions to the correct resolu-
tion of safety and environmental issues,
which, as we have indicated, we think

would not be substantially greater in the
case of funded intervenors, some pro-
ponents of intervenor funding argue that
intervenors serve a valuable function as
"gadfies'--probing questioners who put
pressure on the staff and the applicant
to do their homework. Our experience
suggests that the intervenor as gadfly
has performed a useful function in some
situations. In contested cases with active
intervenors, the staff does seem to be
somewhat better prepared and the hear-
ing record developed as a result goes into
somewhat greater depth on issues in
which the intervenors show an interest.
But aga in, the question here is whether
an intervenor discharging the gadfly role
merits support with public funds. In light
of what has been previously stated re-
specting the depth and competence of
the review process and of what the pres-
ent intervenor-gadfly can do relying on
his own resources, it is questionable
whether the case for funding can be
made on this basis. And, applying the
Comptroller General's sti.ndard, we cer-
tainly do not believe that the presence of
the funded intervenor as gadfly is ''es-
sential" to the performance of our statu-
tory mandates.

It is natural to expect that the staff
would be somewhat better prepared for
hearings which are contested and that
such a hearing would produce more of
an in-depth record on some issues than
would an uncontested hearing. In oux
judgment, however, it does not follow at
all that facilities that have been the sub-
ject of a contested hearing are actually
safer than those licensed following. an
uncontested proceeding. In this connec-
tion, it is important to note that the
great bulk of staff review time is ex
pended outside of the hearing context.
As the.Commission reported to a Senate
subcommittee in the last Congress, ap-
proximately 6 man-years (a man-year is
225 days, 8 hours per day) of technical
staff effort is devoted to review of a
typical commercial reactor application,
whether the application is contested or
not. Slightly greater technical effort
(less than 10 percent greater) is required
for a contested case to provide more in-
depth expert testimony describing the
staff review during the hearing process.
Hearings on Public Participation in
Federal Agency Proceedings, S. 2715, be-
fore the Administrative Practice and
Procedure Subcommittee of the Senate
Judiciary Committee, '94th, Cong., 2d
Sess., p. 780. Moreover, ACRS review
takes place whether an application is
contested or not and its depth is also sub-
stantially independent of whether inter-
venors are present.

We turn now to consideration of what,
in our view, are the major possible dis-
advantages of a Commission program for
funding intervenors in our licensing pro-
ceedings. The Boasberg Report reflects
concerns about possible delay in the li-
censing of needed power facilities as a
result of intervenor funding and the
comments of opponents of such funding
in the rulemaking record stress this pos-
sibility. Whether an institutionalized

program for the funding of Intervenors
in licensing proceedings would exacer-
bate present problems of delay is the
subject of sharp disagreement among
current participants in the licensing
process. The prospect of funding does
seem almost certain to attract additional
interventions. Beyond that, the funded
intervenor with greater resources at its
disposal will, one may fairly assume,
present a more extensive case, in volume,
if not necessarily in quality. One can, of
course, argue that the provision of gov-
ernment funds to intervenors might ac-
tually expedite the hearing process. Some
commenters contend that under the
present system they cannot afford to
hire independent experts, with the result
that they are forced to make their af-
firmative cases through the protracted
process of cross-examination. We are
told that the provision of funding and
the possibility of hiring outside experts
could actually expedite proceedings.
Moreover, it is argued, the Commission
could provide some assurance against
undue delay by providing funding only
to intervenors who actually make a con-
tribution to the proceeding, and by mak-
ing that determination after the fact.
See, e.g., Comments, New England
Coalition on Nuclear Pollution.

The arguments pro and con on the
prospect of additional delay are. in our
judgment, ouite speculative. However,
regardless of the merits of those argu-
ments, it is clear that the administration
of a funding mechanism will make
licensing' proceedings more complicated
than they are now. Necessarily, a signif-
icant amount of staff, licensing board,
and intervenor time will be devoted to
determining who Is qualified for fund-
ing, whether an Intervenor made a con-
tribution, and, 'if so, how valuable it was;
and how much of limited amounts of
funds should be made available. Beyond
that, we can anticipate appeals through
agency processes and ultimately to the
courts on the basis of alleged insufficient
funding. Resolution of these issues would
take time that might otherwise be de-
voted to timely completion of the licens-
ing process since it is possible the ulti-
mate licensing decision might in some
sense remain open until the dispute over
funding is resolved. Thus, we think it in-
evitable that the institutionalization of
a funding scheme would have some do-.
laying effect on the licensing process.

A second significant disadvantage of
an institutionalized funding scheme
would be its substantial cost. We are not
in a position to quantify any very pre-
cise cost figures for such a system. While
the role of intervenors will vary, it has
been suggested that financing of a full-
scale Intervention in one of our pro-
ceedings might cost in excess of $100,000.
See Comments, Council for Public Inter-
est Law, p. 8. The Commission antici-
pates roughly twenty licensing proceed-
ings for construction permits and oper-
ating -licenses in the coming year. On
that basis, full funding of interventions
in many of these proceedings might tost
over a million dollars. In this connec-
tion, it should be borne In mind that
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many- proceedings have multiple inter-
venors, some with as many as eight in-
tervenors. See, e.g., Public Service Com-
pany of New Hampshire (Seabrook Sta-
tion, Units 1 and 2), NRCI 75/6 857. Full
financing of all groups could multiply
the foregoing cost figures. several fold,
wholly apart from the additional re-
sources the agency might be required to
employ.

Moreover, serious social questions are.
raised by funding the presentation of
private points of view in our proceed-
ings. Even though many participating
groups denominate themselves as "public
interest" groups, they in fact reflect es-
sentially the viewpoints -of their mem-
bers as 'to what constitutes the public
interest. As the comments on the pro-
posed ruemaking make clear, it is rea-
sonable to question whether the positions
they espouse, which often reflect mem-
bers' relatively specific interests, are any
more entitled to identification with the
"public interest" than those of any other
private party. Currently, there is a strong
presumption that public funds should
only be spent for the presentation of
positions by government bodies ultimate-
ly subject to Congressional control. In
the case of NRC, that would be the regu-
latory staff. It is for the Congress to alter
that presumption.

FTANcIAL ASSISTANCE nI RurEuAiNGS

The Boasberg Report points up several
considerations suggesting that, if the
-Commission is to provide funding to in-
tervenors, there is a stronger case for
such funding in rulemaking proceedings
than in licensing proceedings. The re-
port notes that:

Commenters have noted that, of all agency
proceedings, rulemakings probably are best
suited for public participation since (a) their
very purpose is to seek broad and diverse
inpul; (b) they'usually involve issues -of
great public moment which affect large num-
bers -of people; and (c) their decisions are
difficult to collaterally attack on judicial re-
view or challenge in future agency adjudica-
tions.

The report adds that:
IRnulemaking may allow intervenors to-

consolidate their positions and marshall their
resources in a single proceeding, Instead of
having to contest similar issues in numerous
separate licensing cases. In addition, certain
rulemaking, proceedings may ieduce inter-
venor counsel expenses, depending upod the
scope- of discovery and cross-examination
allowed. Boasberg Report at pp. 58-59.

We believe that, as a general proposi-
tion, the case has not been made for
Commission funding in rulemaking pro-
ceedings. Applying the criteria laid down
in, the Comptroller General's ruling, we
certainly do not believe that the record
in this proceeding or our past experience
warrants a finding either that we cannot
make the equisite safety and environ-
mental determinations in rulemakings
without funding participation or that
Commission financial support of some
paYticipants is "essential" to the conduct
of such-proceedings.

In our view, the portion of the Boas-
berg Report quoted above Illuminates
conflicting considerations. It is more
likely that a variety of participants
might make substantive contributions In
rulemaking proceedings becaug of the
breadth i.nd novelty of the Issues in-
volved and their generic character. On
the other hand, the use of rulemaking
proceedings rather than a case-by-case
approach permits a husbanding of re-
sources and effort which itself makes
funding less essential to participation.
As Judge Friendly recently pointed out:
"The idea that a licensing agency should
endeavor to Identify environmental *-
sues common to many applications and
handle them .in 'generic' proceedings
would seem to benefit all parties, partic-
ularly the poorly financed environmental
groups." See, Ecology Action v. AEC, 492
F. 2d 998, 1002 (C.A. 2, 1974) (Friendly,
J.).

Moreover, the groups which typically
participate in our broad generic rule-
making proceedings are, we believe, less
'in -need of financial assistance than the
small local citizens groups that typically
participate in licensing proceedings. To
be sure, as the many requests for finan-
cial assistance in the GESMO proceeding
testify, even these national groups do
not have unlimited funds, and many of
them assert that they .will be unable to
participate meaningfully without assist-
ance. Given, however, that many of these
organizations have funds from many
sources, they are not in a position to ar-
gue that they cannot participate In our
proceedings without financial assistance.
Rather, a petition for assistance from
such an organization reflects that orga-
nization's judgment that It is required
to or would prefer to spend Its limited
resources elsewhere, or to avoid the re-
duction in other effoits that may flow
from funding its own efforts before us.. We note that the Congress has ex-
pressly authorized the Federal Trade
Commission to provide financial assist-
ance to participants in Its rulemaking
proceedings- under specified circum-
stances. That statutory experiment in
funding has now been In operation for
about a year; while the FTC staff has
reported favrably on It, ,the Commis-
sion itself has as yet given no official in-
diraton of bow it views that experiment
in practice. See Hearing, Senate Ccm-
mittee on Gevernment Operations, J me
24, 1976, at p. 39. We believe that we
should not proceed along that avenue,
save in exceptional circumstances, wth-
out express Congressional direction.

ANTITRUST AND ENT'ORCE=MNT
PROCEEDINGS

There are two other categories of pro-
ceedings in this agency that might be
considered for intervenor funding-anti-
trust proceedings under section 105 of
the Atomic Energy Act, and enforce-
ment proceedings initiated by the regu-
latory staff. We believe that any case for
intervenor funding in these categories of

cases would stand on a much weaker
footing than funding either in licensing
or rulemaking proceedings.

As to the antitrust setting, we see no
need for funding of participants. The
basic Issue in such cases is whether
smaller utilities should be granted some
form of access to the electricity to be pro-
duced by large commercial-reactors. Al-
though the smaller utilities do not have
the flnanial resources of the larger utili-
ties who seek the construction permits,
they nevertheless have sulstantial re-
sources at their disposal. They are repre-
sented in our sometimes protracted anti-
trust proceedings by competent counsel
and, where necessary, have produced ex-
pert witnesses. Counsel and witness fees
represent the largest single cost factor in
participation in such proceedings. If the
smaller utilities are in a position to pro-
pose purchase of a portion of a nuclear
plant, perhaps spending millions of dol-
lars, It woud appear to follow that they
can afford to reprasen themselves in
proceedings seeking to enforce rights to
make such purchases.

For different reasons, we do not be-
lieve that funded Intervenor participa-
tion is necessary or especially desirable
in enforcement proceedings. The issues
in enforcement proceedings are typically
very narrow-eg., whether the applicant
has a satisfactory quality assurance pro-
gram. While private parties have made
and undoubtedly will continue to make
important contributions in enforcement
matters, the case for funding sich par-
ties Is not strong--enforcement proceed-
ings typically place the staff and the ap-
plicant in a fully adversary posture. It is
particularly clear here that the Comp-
troller General's standard for funding
cannot be met.

The foregoing considerations are, in
our judgment, the major considerations
legitimately bearing on the present ques-
tion, from this Commisslon's perspective.
We note that we have also taken into
consideration several other factors dis-
cussed In the Boasberg Report and also
in some of the comments in this rule-
making which we believe to be either rel-
atively insubstantial or essentially be-
yonl our competence to assess.

In the former category, that of insub-
stantial factors, we would place the fol-
lowing: (1) that intervenor participation
will promote the adoption by an appli-
cant of unnecessary measures for a
facility simply to procure the agreement
of an intervenor group; and (2) that the
Commission should eschew intervenor
funding because of the admiristrative
difficulties associated with it.

With regard to the first argument, we
do not believe it is entitled to weight.
Whether a given safety feature or en-
vironmental condition is needed will be
decided independently by the regulatory
staff and by the licensing board. If a
utility believes it can buy the acqui-
escence of an intervenor group through
installing additional safety systems or
environmental devicesthe staff and the
boards may not object and the device
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may be added, so long as it does not ad-
versely affect safety or the NEPA cost/
benefit balance. However, the utilities
have their ratepayers, stockholders, and
public service commissions to answer to.
In our judgment, this should give them
more than adequate motivation to avoid
unnecessary expense.

As for the second point, it is obvious
that any very'ambitious institutionalized
form of intervenor funding would carry
with it substantial administrative diffi-
culties. However, as indicated in the
Boasberg Report, and as borne out by the
Federal Trade Commission's experience,
these problems are solvable. As indicated
previously, we do believe that the addi-
tion of intervenor financing questions
may portend additional delay in the li-
censing process. Apart from that factor,
however, we do not think~that antici-
pated administrative problems should
weigh heavily in the scales.

The Boasberg Report and certain of
the comments advance some additional
arguments in favor of intervenor-fund-
ing. in the Boasberg Report, for exam-
ple, under the heading of "Public Educa-
tion and Confidence", the Report ad-
dresses what is seen as the public's need
for information and education on nu-
clear power, the building of public con-
fidence in the commercialization of nu-
clear power, and the nature of public
participation in a democracy's admin-
istrative processes. However, as we view
it, it is up to Congress to make deter-
minations on-issues of broad social sig-
nificance in the context of national
priorities-such issues, -for example, as
whether public confidence in nuclear
power needs to be promoted and, per-
haps more fundamentally, whether such
promotion should be attempted through
the mechanism of the NRC hearing
process.

FINANCIAL AssIsTANCE IN GESMO
There is one Commission proceeding

which we believe stands apart from the
licensing and rulemaking matters here-
tofore discussed. The Commission has
begun the process of deciding whether to
permit the wide-scale use of mixed oxide
fuel in light water reactors and, if so,
under what conditions. The proceeding,
formally denominated In the Matter of
the Generic Environmental Statement on
Mixed Oxide Fuel, (GESMO), Docket No,
RM-50-5, is of singular importance. The
question of whether to use mixed oxide
fuel impacts on every phase of the light
water reactor fuel cycle-mining, mil-
ling, enrichment, fuel fabrication, reac-
tors, reprocessing, and waste manage-
ment. The domestic issues raised by the
GESMO proceeding run the entire gamul
from economic and national securit5
concerns to health, safety, environmental
and safeguards considerations. More.
over, the GESMO decision has major in.
ternational implications, particularly ir
the area of nonproliferation. Under tht
circumstances, it is not surprising tha
GESMO has attracted an unprecedentec
degree of attention, not alone from tht

- Commission, but from Congress, the Ex.

ecutive Branch, the courts, and the pub-
lic as well. GESMO is different in kind
from the other proceedings currently
before the Commission. By way of com-
parison, perhaps the next most promi-
nent Commission undertaking is' the
forthcoming rulemaking concerning the
Table S-3 (uranium fuel cycle) values
for reprocessing and waste management.
The issues there are far narrower than
those in GESMO. Moreover, the central
aspect of that proceeding, waste man-
agement, is an area where primary re-
sponsibilities -are shared by the Nuclear
Regulatory Cominission and the Energy
Research and Development Adminitra-
'tion; indeed, waste-related proceedings
of a far more fundamental and policy-
setting nature than the S-3 proceeding
are planned by both agencies.

The Commission has recognized the
importance of GESMO in structuring its
decisionmaking process. Public partici-
pation has been encouraged from the
outset and over seventy individuals and
groups, representing numerous diverse
viewpoints, have become full participants
in the GESMO proceeding. The' hearing
process adopted by the Comriission and
upheld by the courts is a model procedure
for dealing with complex, technical Is-
sues. A hearing board will preside over
legislative-type hearings, asking ques-
tions from among those suggested by the
parties, as well as questions of their own.
The Commission has appointed a five-
member board of independent scientists
and attorneys who possess a remarkably
broad range of expertise. After the leg-
islative phase of hearings, the parties can
suggest-to the Commission factual mat-
ters where they believe formal cross-
examination of one party by another is
necessary for a complete record. Such
cross-examiiation will be allowed when
it is shown to be necessary.

This hearing process will take place in
two stages: (1) health, safety, and en-
vironmental issues, and (2) safeguards.
issues. Each stage will begin after pub-
lication of the relevant portion of the
final environment impact statement on
mixed oxide fuel. The'health, safety and
environmental section of the final state-
ment was issued on August 31, 1976, and
that portion of the hearing has begun.
To -aid in public participation in that
proceeding theCoramission's staff has al-
ready made available literally thousands
of documents relied on in preparation of
the final impact statement. The hearing
board conducted'a prehearing conference
on September 15, 1976 and has scheduled
hearings to begin on November 30, 1976.
The final impact statement on safe-
guards will be available in 1977; appro-
priate hearings will begin shortly after
its issuance.

The unique nature of the GESMO pro-
ceeding has led the Commission to con-
sider whether GESMO stands on a differ-
ent footing from other proceedings as re-

gards funding of participants. A similar
question is presented by a petition filed

-by the Natural Resources Defense Coun-
cil (NRDC), a GESMO participant, on
September 10, 1976. The NRDC petition
calls for an interim rule allowing funding

of GESMO participants pending the
Commission's decision on the generic
funding question. Although that generio
question is resolved by the Commission In
this Notice, the justification given by
NRDC for an interim rule applies as well
to the puestion of whether GESMO Is
sufficiently distinct from other proceed-
Ings to merit consideration of funding.
NRDC notes that GESMO "Is undoubted-
ly one of the most significant single de-
bisions which will have ever been made
by the Commission," Funding Is neces-
sary, the petition concludes "[l3f for no
other decision, then certainly for the
decision on whether to allow wide-scale
civilian use of plutonium * C *i

On September 23, 1976, the Commis-
sion requested comments from GESMO
participants on the 14RDC-petition. Nine
responsd were received. The following
three gave unqualified support to the
petition: (1) an environmental group
primarily concerned that those promot-
ing nuclear power were overly repre-
sented in GESMO; (2) an Individual who
described himself as a strong advocate
of plutonium recycle lacking the re-
sources to fully present his point of view,
and (3) an individual primarily con-
cerned with the "assymietry" In re-
sources available to PESMO participants.
The remaining six commenters had one
common theme: no decision should be
made on GESMO funding until a deci-
sion has been reached on the generic
funding question. Five of these comment-
ers 0 went on to restate their opposition to
funding as a general matter essentially
for the reasons they had given in oppos-
ing the generic funding petition. Particu-
lar emphasis was placed on the need for
Congressional authorization.!

In addition to these formal comments,
in September 1976 the Rouse Subcom-
mittee on Energy and the Environment
twice held hearings dealing in part with
the funding of GESMO participants. The
concept was supported by some Con-
gressmen and opposed by others,

As explained above the Commission is
of the view that the Comptroller Gen-
eral's ruling states the appropriate
standard for the Commission's author-
ity to fund participants without specific
legislative authorization, A careful re-
view of the GESMO process results In
the conclusion that that standard can-
not be met. It is not true that the Con-
mission "cannot make the required
[health, safety, environmental and
safeguards] determination unless It ex-
tends financial assistance to certain in-

"The five consisted of two utility groupg.
Westinghouse, the Atomic Industrial Forum,
and Exxon. The Commission stfi limited It-
self to the observation that while the generic
matter was pending the interim petition
should be put aside.

,Tvo comments were received after the
deadline, One was from a public Interest
group opposing the petition on the ground
that the Commission itself adequately pro-
tects the public interest and that Congross
should pass on the funding question. Tle
other was from a private citizen Urging the
petition be denied becauso petitioner NRIDO
does not represent the public interest.
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* terested parties who require it * * *" On
the contrary, the Commission is fully
confident that the procedures it has set
up will result in an adequate record for
all necessary determinations. The
GESMO rulemaking has already at-
tracted active participation from an un-
usually broad spectrum of participants,
including environjmental groups, utili-
ties, professors, nuclear suppliers, and
individual citizens. The Commission
staff, -in its production of the massive
final environmental statement on
health, safety, and environmental mat-
ters, as well as in its preparation for the
forthcoming hearings, has admirably
undertaken its task of insuring that the
public health and safety is the primary
consideration in all stages of the GESM1O
process. The Hearing Board, in its con-
duct of the prehearing conference and

..in its preparation of several procedural
orders, has given every indication that
it intends to conduct a searching inquiry.

Accordingly we believe the GESMO
process, as presently structured, will re-
sult, without funding participants, in
the creation of a record fully adequate
for Commission decisionmaking. As noted
above, however, Congress may consider
other factors in deciding whether it will
appropriate publid funds to private par-
ticipants in an agency proceeding. Ex-
Panding the scale of public participation
may be viewed as valuable apart from
the adeqfuacy of the record which results.
Public understanding and acceptance of
government action may be enhanced by
increased participation, and added in-
surance is given that no concern, how-
ever remote, is overlooked. -

As we have explained, for the ordinary
,licensing and, tulemaking proceedings
the Commission undertakes, we do not
find, based on our experience, that it is
necessary or appropriate to urge Con-
gress to provide funding. But the Com-
mission sees GESMO in a different light.
The extraordinary breadth and depth of
GESMO and the significance of the-ie-
cision to be reached has led to unprec-
edented public interest in the GESMO
process. In view of the novel nature of
many of the issues involved it is possible
that the increased public participation
which-might be'brought about by fund-
ing, while not indispensable, will not be
superfluous either. Finally, in the context
of GESMO, funding, as described below,
will not cause delay in the decisionmak-
ing process.

Given these unique circumstances, the
Commission is prepared to recommend to
the Congress-that it appropriate money
to fund qualifying GESMO full partici-
pants. It is for Congress to determine
whether the public interest warrants this
expehditure of public funds. From the
Commission's perspective an appropria-
tion is justified. Accordingly, we will pro-
pose and support at the commencement
-of the next session of Congress legisla-
tion providing $200,000 for GESMO
funding.

In order to expedite the provision of
funding, the process- of qualifying for

funds will begin before Congress con-
venes-Eligibility applications for fund-
ing, which are described in detail below,
shall be filed with the Commission by in-
terested GESMO full participants 6 on or
before December 31, 1976. By January
10, 1976 any full participant may file
with the Commission its support or op-
position to such applications? Thereafter
the Commission will issue Its decision as
to which participants are eligible. After
the hearings on all aspects of GESMO
(including safeguards) are concluded,
eligible participants will submit to the
Commission a thorough, Itemized ac-
counting of actual costs for which they
believe reimbursement is appropriate.P
The Commission, after consultation with
the hearing board, and subJect to the
authorization and appropriation of funds
by Congress, will award compensation
based upon Its assessment of the par-
ticipants' responsible contribution to the
full development of the record.'

Several points should be noted con-
cerning this procedure. It is not intended
to impact in any way on the schedule for
GESMO hearingsY The preparation of
eligibility applications Is a necessary bur-
den on those who seek funding. The
assessment of these applications will be
performed -by the Commission, freeing
the Hearing Board to devote full atten-
tion to the hearings.

We are aware, of course, that the
GESMO hearing process has begun and
accordingly groups with limited resources
have not had the advantage of a funding
system in place at the outset of a pro-
ceeding. But the GESMO process is far
from over, and no group contends that
it is too late to set up a meaningful fund-

6 This Notice in no way changes the stand-
ard set forth in the Commission's January 6
Notice as to who may qualify as a GESMO
full participant. See. 41 Fed. Beg. 1133, 1134.
9 3(c). In particular, the fact that financial
assistance is now available may not be a fac-
tor in granting or denying a late-filed petl-
tion for full participation.

0One commenter on the NRDC Interim
funding petition-the Westinghouse Cor-
poration--asked for the opportunity to com-
ment on the specifics of any funding rules
proposed. This ten-day comment period will
enable participants to respond to specific re-
quests, We note, however, that the public
participation on both the generic and Interim
funding petitions afforded an opportunity
utilized by many, to dLm the pros and
cons of various funding schemes. Those pub-
lie comments have been considered by the
Commi-on in developing the procedures
stated in this Notice.

,0The piecise format for this submission
will be published by the Commission r a,
later date.

iThis procedure is consistent with that
suggested in the NRDC interim funding petl-
tion. The NRDC petition states at p. 2, note
1:

In lieu of providing for payments in ad-
vance of hearings the Commission should
allow parties to now qualify for such assist-
ance based upon an appropriate showing of
need for financial assistance and to be ell-
gible for such assistance after conclusion of
the hearing based upon an a---esmen; of the
contribution of their participation to a full
development of the record.

ing system. For example, one advantage
of an In-place funding program is that
It aids planning by eligible parties. If
Congress promptly appropriates money
for GESMO participants, planning on
that basis may "well be possible for the
safeguards portion of the GESMO hear-
ing, which, with its broad domestic and
international ramifications, is a particu-
larly Important step in the GESMO
process.

In addition to congressional approval,
a key step in our GESMO funding plan
is the participant's eligibility application.
In determlnlng-who shall be eligible for
financial assistance the Commission has
carefully considered the Boasberg study
the comments on the generic and interim
petitions, and the statutes and regula-
tions of the Federal Trade Commission,
which provides funding pursuant to ex-
press statutory authority. See 5 U.S.C.
57a. The central principle the Commis-
sion will apply in determining eligibility
is that qualification for financial assist-
ance shall be determined on the basis of
ability to aid materially in the develop-
ment of the GESMO record and inability
to participate effectively in GESMO
without funding. Compensation, based
on a determination of responsible con-
tribution to the record of the proceeding
would be provided for reasonable expert
witness and attorney's fees, and other
costs of participation. The Commission
believes that any full participant, regard-
less of its point of view, should have a
fair chance to receive assistance.

The question is not which side a par-
ticipant takes, but rather whether it has
made a contribution and whether, and to
what extent, It needed funding to make
that contribution effective. Accordingly,
eligibility applications shall contain the
following information:

(1) A description of the participant,-
including full name and address. When
the participant is other than an indi-
vidual, this description shall include the
organization or instrumentality's gen-
eral purposes, structure, and tax status.

(2) A brief description of what dis=
tinotive contribution the participant
hopes to make to the GESMO proceeding,
with reference to possible overlap with
the likely contributions of other partici-
pants. This description should include a
general outline of how financial assist- -
ance would be utilized.

(3) A full description of the partici-
pants financial status, including assets
and liabilities, sources of income, and
current budgetary obligations. This de-
scription should include a discussion of
what funds are currently available for
GESMO and what efforts have been made
to obtain additional funding for GESMO,
both from inside and outside the partic-
ipating organization.

Eligibility applications should be ac-
companied by appropriate affidavits af-
flrmig the truth and completeness of the
information contained therein. Thorough

32 Accordingly, the Sierra Club's motion.
docketed November 1. 1976. asking that the
GESMO hearing be rescheduled until fund-
Ing applications are submitted, Is denied.

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL 41, NO. 224-THUSDAY, NOVEMBER 18, 1976

50835



PROPOSED RULES

informative eligibility applications will
greatly enhance the Commission's ability
to determine that a given participant is
deserving of funding.

PROCEDURAL COSTREDUCTIONS
Participants in the proceedings of any

agency are subject to certain procedural
costs which inevitably divert funds from
substantive presentations. In all but the
most informal proceedings, full partici-
pants must serve their filings on all other
full participants, an obligation which im-
poses substantial reproduction and mail-
ing costs. Copies of transcripts must be
purchased if the participant desires an
up-to-date written record of what has
transpired. In some cases, security clear-
ances must be obtained at a significant
cost to the" participant if one is to fully
participate in a hearing. And, in vir-
tually all cases, documents concerning
tie agency's proposed action must be
obtalied and studied, consistent with the
Freedom of Information Act.

In regard to these matters, the Comp-
troller General found, and we agree, that
"nothing prevents the Commission from
simplifying procedures and eliminating
unnecessary or unduly burdensome re-
quirements which increase the cost to
parties" of participating in our proceed-
ings. B-92288 at 9. Thus, in regard to
our statutory authority, reducing pro-
cedural cost burdens stands on a wholly
different footing than direct financial
assistance to participants. Moreover, the
appropriate division of functions between
an agency and Congress also supports the
view that procedural requirements
should be handled by the agency. We
are not directly confronted here with
broad social questions concerning which
private points of view should be sup-
ported with taxpayer's monies. We are,
rather, concerned with making agency
processes accessible, so that, private
groups can effectively utilize their re-
sources. Of course, if the agency assumes
procedural costs for some participants,
taxpayer's money is involved. The same
is true when an agency provides a free
public document 'room, which can be
used by those who cannot afford to obtain
information elsewhere. Common sense
dictates that an agency is in the best
position to minimize the procedural bur-
dens of participation in its processes.
Congress cannot be expected to have the
detailed knowledge \of agency practice'
and procedure required for this task.
Congress, on the other hand, is equipped
In practice and as a matter of-democratic
theory to decide which groups, if any,
are entitled to have their substantive
presentations substantially underwritten
by the taxpayers.

In the past, the NRC has taken steps
to minimize the burdens of participating
in its processes. When possible, service
lists are consolidated to reduce the num-
ber of required copies. The GESMO par-
ticipants and hearing board have re-
cently made admirable efforts in this
regard. NRC policy also results in tran-
scripts being available to participants at
moderate cost. We also make consider-
able effort to provide the public with

documents concerning agency action in
the Public Document Room and else-
where, Both the Boasberg study and the
Comptroller General's opinion note that,
in the NRC, public participants receive
copies of all documents related to a par-
ticular facility simultaneously with their
receipt by the staff and other parties.

Nevertheless, we recognize, as did the
Boasberg study, that more can be done.
The importance.of GESMO and the un-
usually large number of participants has
led us to reduce further certain of these
burdens associated with participation in
agency activities.-Three areas are aPpro-
priate for such action. First, there is the
matter of service. The high level of pub-
lic participation in GESMO has made
this an unusual burden. The number of
entries on the service list currently
stands at 57, making service of papers
a major undertaking. -Accordingly, for
those full participants whose eligibility
applications are granted by the Commis-
sion, service may be performed by the
filing of a single original addressed to
Kathleen M. Mason, Special Assistant
for GESMO, Office of the Secretary, U.S.
Nuclear Regulatory Commission, Wash-
ington, DC, 20555. The Commission has
no reason to believe this privilege will
be abused by the filing of frivolous docu-
ments, but retains the power to reassess
this policy in the highly unlikely event
such abuse should occur.

The second area where the Commis-
sion will take action concerns transcripts.
At present, transcripts of a day's hear-
ing are available the next morning. The
one copy placed in the Public Document
Room for reading or photocopying, given
the large number of participants In,
GESMO and the necessity that they pre-
pare promptly and fully for the hearings,
may be insufficient to supply the needs
of those unable to purchase their own
copies. Accordingly, each full participant
whose eligibility application is granted
will be provided a sngle copy op the
transcript every morning after a hear-
ing is held.

Finally, because the safeguards por-
tion of the GESMO hearing may involve
classified data, the Commission will soon
be publishing, rules governing access to
such data. These rules will provide that
under certain circumstances full partici-
pants may have access to classified data
if they have obtained the appropriate
security clearance. In order to insure
that the cost to participants of such
a clearance does not deter otherwise
qualified individuals from participating
in portions of the hearing, this cost will
be waived for one representative for each
full participant whose eligibility appli-
cation is granted.

We realize, of course, that measures
such as these need not be limited to
GESMO. Service and transcript costs can

.be substantial-in ordinary licensing and
rulemaking proceedings. Finally, in the
rare cases, such as GESMO, where they
may be required, security clearance
costs 'can add still another financial
burden. The substantial question for us
is how much similar changes would cost
if. made generally in our proceedings,

and w-hether budgetary support Is avail-
able for these costs. What Is now re-
quired is an assessment of those con-
straints. We are directing our staff to
undertake a detailed1study of them and
to determine precisely what measures
are available to use for reducing proce-
dural, costs. The results of that study
will be published as soon as they are
available.

Dated at Washington, D.C. this 12th
day of November, 1976.

SAuss.. J. Croher,
Srcretary o1 the Commission.

SEPARATE ViVS OF COMMISSIONER
GILIN LKY

I support my colleagues decision tb
seek funds from the Congress to sup-
port some participants In our GESMO
proceedings, and to take prompt steps
within our existing authority to alleviate
some of the incidental burdens of ap-
pearing in Commission proceedings,
However, I would go further. The au-
thority we now have, recognized by the
Comptroller General, could reach a lim-
itpd number of cases, and I would exer-
cise it to the fullest. Beyond that, I be-
lieve we should be seeking funds and
authority from the Congress to provide
funds to intervenors, subject to appro-
priate limitations, across the whole range
of our activities, not just for the GESMO
proceedings. A fraction of one percent
of our annual budget, allocated among
those who in fact make Important con-
tributions to our licensing and rulemak-
ing proceedings, would be a sound In-
vestment In public participation, re-
sponsive government, and effective reg-
ulation; while I pretend no precise anal-
ysis, such money would be as well spent
for public protection in the regulation
of nuclear power as comparable sums
expended in our research, regulatory, or
administrative programs.

This conclusion In no way reflects
discredit on our staff. In the licensing
and rulemaking activities, which would
be the context for any funding, they are
assiduous In their efforts to protect the
public Interest. For all the talk one
hears about the bureaucracy, Its flac-
cidity and its subjugation to special In-
terest groups, my experience at this
agency Is that for the most part Its staff
understands clearly Its public mission, is
dedicated to the achievement of that
mission, and spends whatever effort is
renuired for the task. As professionals,
they often work long hours beyond their
compensation to secure the public safety,
and by reasonable measures of perform-
ance they have done so with success.

Funding of interventions is desirable,
in my view, because it will likely tend to
promote conditions favorable to this atti-
tude and this effectiveness. In particular,
funding during the public stages of Com-
mission proceedings will help to keep our
staff on guard during earlier, less formal
stages of our proceedings, and at the
same time promote a full airing of conv
troversy during the public stages of our
regulatory process. Whether in licensing
or in rulemaking, the nature of our proc-
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ess is such- as to encourage our staff, after
careful review of relevant factors, to de-
velop a particular poin- of view by the
time public- stages are reached and to
become "advocates" for this emergent
position Thus, licensing hearings are
preceded by two to three years of staff-
applicant discussions regarding the fa-
cility in question; during this time, our
staff may, and does, take strong positions
with the applicant regarding safety
measuires which it wishes to see in place.
The public hearing, however, comes after
a resolution of these points has been ob-
tamed;-by this-time, the application has
been modified, as needed, to the point
that our staff is satisfied that Issuance of
the desired license would be consistent
'with our statutory mandate," and as a
result the staff appears at hearing in
support of the issuance of the license, a
posture comparable to the applicant's.
The public hearing will rarely see party
dispute over the license application -un-
less that dispute is raised by some third
party, or intervenor.

Similarly, in rulemaking the staff does
not generally publish a proposal for com-
ment, or submit it to an oral hearing
process until the proposal and any un-
derlying documentation have been sub-

- mitted to the most rigorous internal
study and review.-Inevitably, , in these
instances, the staff becomes, broadly
speaking, a proponent both of the rule
and of the view of underlying circum-
stances thought to support it. While
every effort is made to be objective, and
minds change, once the-proposal has be-
come public serious challenges is more
likely to come from external than in-
ternal sources. I find-nothing objection-
able in the advocacy role our staff thus,
and naturally, assumes -with regard to
safety matters. As already remarked; my
experience as a Commissioner has been
that they do the work which precedes it
with devotion to their responsibilities of
public protection. The question, rather, is
one of public policy, whether it serves the
public interest to take steps'likely to pro-
motetesting of proposed Commission ac-
-tions in an adversary context during the
public portions of our procedures. I be-
lieve it does.
- One could take the view of the Com-

mission's public procedures that they
,serve as a useful vehicle for education
of concerned members of the public and
f6r enhancing public acceptance of pro-

- posed-Commission actions, as an oppor-
tunity to confirm the correctness of the
stafrs work; or as a necessary safety
valve, but that they are not essential to

-produce safe plants or effective, well sup-
ported rules. It is quite possible that Con-
gress so viewed the matter when first it
established our procedures. -

Even on this theory, the participation
of outsiders-in the Commission's hear-

3-To be sure there are instances where dif-
-ferences renain between staff and applicant
on yarious discrete issues, but the applica-
tion cannot advance to the hearing phase
until accord has been reached on the great
preponderance of safety issues-

ings and rulemakings assist the effec-
tiveness of its procedures. Our staff is
human. The discussion proces which
precedes staff acceptance of an applica-
tion and support of it at licensing hear-
ings is intense and high pressured; the
analysis which precedes issuance of pro-
posed rules and back-up documentation
can be equally so. It is useful that the
members of our staff in engaging in these
processes, processes in which license ap-
plicants and manufacturers understand-
ably and properly make known their
strongly held views, know that the out-
come will be tested In a public forum.

But, more Important, my own experi-
ence as a Commissioner, time and again,
has been that external intervention has
provided the impetus for necessary Com-
mission action, by creating an urgency or
suggesting a perspective on Issues which
would otherwise have been lacking. We
cannot, in other words, afford to be neu-
tral about whether participants other
than applicants and their industrial sup-
pliers appear in our proceedings. For
our proceedings to serve the important
public functions which, in my view. they
now.have, there must in many instances,
be adversaries present, adversaries ca-
pable in terms of their resources of test-
ing'the staff's particularized, publicly
taken position from an "outsider's" per-
spective. This is not to suggest that in-
tervention is necessarily desirable in all,
or even most, instances. But In that cir-
cunscribed class of cases where outside
groups or individuals view their Interests
to be so seriously threatened by Com-
mission action (or inaction) as to require
intervention, the history of this Com-
mission suggests that our decislonmak-
ing, and, hence, the protection of the
public health and safety, will not infre-
quently be enhanced by the tension
introduced through such intervenor
participation.

Of course, it does not follow from the
general desirability of having adversaries
present in such cases, that such adver-
saries must be supported by the public
purse. Our traditions have been other-
wise. And, in general, the level of adver-
sary participapon in Commission pro-
ceedings is already high. Nonetheless the
benefit, as I have explained It, of outsider
participation in our licensing hearings
and rulemaking activities suggests to me
that there could be cases in which the
standard set down by the Comptroller
General for exercise of our present au-
thority could be met. Accordingly, I
would view participation of some parties
in some proceedings as essential.

Indeed the statutes under which we
act support this view. In the rulemaking
context, for example, the Commission Is
required to solicit the viewi of the in-
terested public before making Its deci-
sion, notwithstanding what may have
been the most thorough analysis by our
staff. In this setting one can well imagine
a member of the affected public being
unable to present his views adequately
to the Commission at a rulemaking hear-
ing foy lack of funds. Were his position
not represented by other public partici-

pants and were the issues he raised ones
of moment, I believe, it could well be
essential to provide him funds so as to
insure his effective participation; not to
do so would partially undermine the very
purpose of this phase of the rulemaking
process-the receipt of the broad range
of views held by the public--and could.
thereby, affect the Commisson's ability
to reach the required determination. -

In the context of reactor licensing
proceedings, the Atomic Energy Act pro-
vides that the Commission permit parties
whose interests may be affected to pre-
sent their views to the Commission
through the hearing process-Irrespec-
tive of the quality of the staffs efforts
theretofore. Where an intervenor, be it
an environmental group or a local dairy
farmer, with the requisite interest seeks
to be heard, the Atomic Energy Act tels
us our decisional record is not complete
until we have listened and, as in the rule-
making context, when such an inter-
venor raises important questions but
lack of funds prevents adequate pre-
sentation of the interventor point of view,
our ability to reach the required deter-
mination as set out by statute, may
suffer.

In view of these notable avenues for
public participation embodied in -the
Atomic Energy and Administrative Pro-
cedure Acts, not to mention the Com-
mison's dfscretionary solicitation of
public views in the past, I am surprised
that my colleagues are unwilling to leave
the door ajar even to the extent of the.
Comptroller General's ruling and cannot
envision circumstances under which pub-
lic participation could be essential to our
decIsional process." In my view the only
question is whether a would-be, needy
party to a particular proceeding could
bring itself within this standard.

I disagree with my colleagues in that
I would establish procedures, today, by
which would-be participants could at-
tempt to-meet the standards set out in
the Comptroller General's letter and
thus qualify for financial assistance.
Thus, I believe we should be directing our
staff to prepare a rule embodying those
standards under which application
could be made to a hearing board, or in
the case of rulemaking to the Commis-

, With respect to enforcement proceedings.
funding may also be essential in appropriate,
albelt rare, Instances and I would not rule it
out. History teaches that Intervenors have
been Instrumental-in a number of instances
in bringing to light matters leading to en-
forcement proceedings and that; the role of
ntervenors in such proceedings, once com-
menced. can be substantial, especially where
novel Issues are concerned. Indeed the Com-
miion has Eaid as much. In our Novem-
ber 22, 1976, opinion on Virginia Electric
Power's North Anna power stations the Com-
miLsion noted that the intervenor bad "ob-
viously played a key role" in the proceeding,
r]lp op. at 13, and went on to adopt an inter-
pretation of the term "material false state-
menV". 42 U.S.C. Sec. 2236 which only this
party had advanced before the licensing and
appeals board,:
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slonr for an order establishing fuidingeligibility. '°

I also disagree with my colleagues' as-
sessment of the need for legislation in
this area. They are willing to recommend
only funding of the GESMO enterprise,
which they regard as singular, and see no
need for funded participation by out-
siders in our other public proceedings. I
have already explained the basis on
which I conclude that such a need is pre-
sent. One way for the Congress to reflect
that conclusion would be for it to adopt a
funding standard less forbidding than
that found in present law by the Comp-
troller General, for example, permitting
the NRC to fund participants whose
participation appeared substantially like-
ly to, or in fact had proved to, contribute
significantly to the conduct of a-given
proceeding- I would welcome such a
statute and the appropriation of the
funds necessary for the enterprise:'

The principal question Congress will
have to face in this regard is one already
suggested: outsiders already appear in
our proceedings in substantial number,
supported by the private and. philan-
thropic funds we usually look to in this
society for such enterprises; granted the
need for participation, is there a need for
public funds? This is not an issue I can
pretend to decide, but some comparisons
are Instructive. A utility may spend up-
wards of a half million dollars in plroc-

ODetails for administration of funding
once eligibility had been established, should
in my view generally follow the pattern sug-
gested by the majority's view, with a limited,
pre-established pool of funds, distributed
after the hearing on the basis of a retrospec-
tive assessment of contribution. Post-hear-
ing payments permit desirable discipline in
the expenditure of funds by groups which,
if local in character, may lack the incentive
of wishing by responsible behavior -to com-
mend themselves for additional -funding on
subsequent projects. Nonetheless, a genuine-
ly indigent participant may encounter dif-
ficulty in persuading experts or others to do
work on its behalf, against the contingenty
that funds might later be refused for some
reason. Whether by progress paynients, oc-
casional waiver, or some other technique, the
Commission should make available some
outlet for earlier payment'in those few cases
where the circumstances so require.

'G As for the question of intervenor fund-
ing causing undue delayn our proceedings,,
under the Comptroller General's test, If
fairly applied, funds could 'be extended to
intervening parties only in those instances
where the issues they sought to pursue were
so vital to the public health and safetyras to
make their further investigation "essential"
to our decisionmaking process. In such a
case, any attendant "delay" would surely be
warranted in the interest of public health
and safety and could hardly be viewed as
a cost weighing against funding. The same
would be -true under a more liberal funding
standard Implemented pursuant to a Con-
gressional mandate: if presentation of an in-
tervenor's views had made such a contribu-
tion to the particular proceeding as to merit
public reimbursement, then surely the time
taken for the Commission to receive such
views would have been well spent, and any
cost attributable to delay would have been
outweighed by the benefit tV our decision-
making.

PROPOSED RULES

easing a single application before the
NRC; our staff, an amount which is
lower, but not by orders of magnitude.
We conduct many such proceedings each
year, aside from numerous rulemaking
proceedings. According to the excellent
study recently published by the Council
for Public Interest Law, the funding
available for "public interest" represen-
tation concerning environmental/safety
policy issues of all types is approximately

,$8 million. "Balancing the Scales of Jus-
tice: Financing Public Interest Law in
America" (1976) p. 95. Important as the
nuclear power issue is, funds available
for our proceedings, as distinct from
those of the EPA, DOT, Corps of Engi-
neers, and other state, and federal agen-
cies, are unlikely to be more than 10 per-
cent of the total. Even a doubling of this
amount spent to assure needed public
participation in our proceedings would
entail a lesser expenditure than the $1
.million in public funds appropriated to
support consumer interests in the FTC.

Finally, as the Boasberg study itself
notes, the high level of outside partici-
pation in our licensing proceedings may
be somewhat misleading, as it has tended
in recent years to focus on environmen-
tal issues rather than the safety ques-
tions central to our regulation, and
usually proceeds by cross-examination of
others' witnesses rather than presenta-
tion of an independent case. These char-
acteristics are readily traced to a lack of
funds, and while they might not neces-
sarily be remedied by provision of funds
efforts could be made to see that they
were 7 If the effect of funding Is to per-
mit injection of a wider variety of expert
views, and public testing of safety judg-
ments, needed participation will have
been secured even if additional parties
do not come forward.

[FR Doc.76-33938 Filed 11-17-76;8:45 ml

DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviatioh Administration
[ 14 CFR Part 39 ]

[Docket No. 76-CE-33-ADI

AIRWORTHINESS DIRECTIVES
Beech 19, 23 and 24 Series Airplanes

The Federal Aviation Administration
is considering amending Part 39 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations by adding
an Airworthiness Directive (AD) appli-
cable to certain Beech 19, 23 and 24 series
airplanes.

There have been reports of cracked or
failed main landing gear housings on the
above-mentioned aircraft which can re-
sult in collapse of the main landing gear
during landing and/or separation of the
main gear in flight. These conditions are
caused by cracks which initiate in the

' A: congressional statute, or Commission
action implementing new authority, might
well favor or be limited to funding of expert
assistance, or funding of presentations con-
cerning Atomic Energy Act (as distinct from
NEPA) Issues.

main landing gear housing at the reten-
tion bolt hole. To detect and prevont
cracks in the main landing gear housings
on Beech 19, 23 and 24 series airplanes,
an AD is being proposed which would
require dye penetrant inspection of the
housing for cracks, corrosion prevention
treatment of the housings and replace-
ment of the fore and aft retention bolts
with two NAS 1669-6L7 blind fasteners
installed in an inboard-outboard direc-
tion on each main landing gear housing.

Interested persons are Invited to par-
ticipate in the making of the proposed
rule by submitting such written data,
views or arguments as they may desire.
Communications should Identify the reg-
ulatory docket or notice number and bO
submitted In duplicate to the Federal
Aviation Administration, Offce of the
Regional Counsel, 1558 Federal Building,
601 East 12th Street, Kansas City, Mis-
souri 64106. All communications received
on or before January 17, 1977 will be
considered before action Is taken upon
the proposed rule. The proposals con-
tained in this notice may be changed in
light of the comments received. All com-
ments will be available, both before and
after the closing date for comments, in
the Airworthiness Rules Docket for ex-
amination by interested persons.

The Federal Aviation Administration
has determined that this document does
not contain a major proposal requiring
preparation of an Inflation Impact
Statement under Executive Order 11821
and OMB Circular A-107.
(Sees. 313(a), 601 and 603 of the Federal
Aviation Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1354 (a), 1421
and 1423), and of sec. 6(c) of the Depart-
ment of Transportation Act (49 U.S.0.
1655 (c).)

In consideration of the foregoing, It is
proposed to amend Section 39.13 of Part
39 of the Federal Aviation Regulations
by adding the following new AD.
BEECI. Applies to Models A23-19, 10A. MIDA,

and BIg (Serial Numbers: M1B-1 through
MB-536); Models 23, A23, A23A, B23, and
C23 (Serial Numbers: M-2 through M-
1392); and Models A23-24 and A24 (Se-
rial Numbers: MA-1 through MA-30i)
airplanes certificated in all categories.

Compliance: Required as indicated unless
already accomplished.

To- prevent possible collapse during
landing or in-flight separation of the
main landing gear, accomplish the fol-
lowing in accordance with Beech Service
Instructions No. 0465-202, Rev. I or later
FAA approved Revisions:

A. Within the next 150 hours' time in serv-
ice after the effective date of this AD for
those aircraft on 100 hour (FAR 91.169(b))
inspections, progressive (PAR 91.171) Inspec-
tions or approved aircraft Inspection program
(PAR 135.60) or within eighteen (18) months
after the effective date of this AD for those
aircraft on annual (PAR 91.169(a)) inspec-
tions:

1. Remove left and right main landing gear
housing (male part) from wing strut adapter
(female part).

2. Using dye penetrant procedures, Inspect
the main landing gear housings (male part),
in the areas around the fore and aft reten-
tion bolt hole for cracks.
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3. If no cracks are found as a result of the
inspection required in paragraph A.2.:

a. Reinstall the main gear housings in ac-
cordance with Beech Service Instruction
0465-202. Revision I or later FAA approved
revisions.

b. Do not install any bolt in the fore alid
aft retention bolt hole.

4. If cracks are found during inspection
required in paragraph A.2. above, prior to
further flight:

a. Replace any cracked main gear housing
with a new Beech Part No. 169-810011-25
housing assembly in accordance with Beech
Service Instructions 0465-202, Revision I or
later FAA approved revisions.

b. Do not install any bolt in the fore and
aft retention bolt~hole.

No.-Even though Beech Service Instruc-
tion 0065-202, Revision I refers to P/N 169-
810011-21 housing, Beech will ship a P/N
169-810011-25 housing assembly. The P/N
169-810011-25 assembly consists of two bush-
ings installed in P/N'169-810011-21 hQus-
ing.

B. Any equivalent means of compliance
with this AD must be approved by the Chief.
Engineering and Manufacturing Branch,
Federal Aviation Administration, Cental
Region.

Issued in Kansas City, Missouri on No-.
vember 5, 1976.

JOHN E. SHAW,
Acting Director,

Central Region.
[FR Doc.76-33860 Filed 11-17-76;8:45 am]

[ 14 CFR Part 39
[Docket No. 76-CE-32-AD]

AIRWORTHINESS DIRECTIVES

-Beech 99 Series Airplanes

The Federal Aviation Administration
is considering amending Part 39 of the
Federal Aviation Regulations by adding
an Airworthiness Directive (AD) appli-
cable to Beech Model 99 series airplanes.

Amendment 39-2484 (41 FR 1054), AD
75-27-10, is an AD applicable to Beech
99 series airplanes. It requires repetitive
inspections of specific wing components
on the aforementioned aircraft to detect
fatigue cracks andestablishes life limits
on these components.

Subsequent to the issuance of AD 75-
27-10, further investigation and service
reports discount any correlation between
the onset of wing skin cracks and fatigue
cracks in the primary structure. In addi-
tion, experience dictates that inspection
intervals -when dealing with fatigua,
should shorten as aircraft accumulate
higher times in service and that wing
rear spar and associated secondary in-
spections should be initiated on high time
aircraft. Further, STc SAiICE has
now been issued and makes fail safe
wing straps available. AD- 75-27-10 does
not consider the aforementioned items.
Accordingly, an AD is being proposed,
applicable to Beech 99 Series airplanes,
which would supersede AD 75-27-10 and

will-incorporate these changes. Specifi-
cally, the new proposal would no longer

correlate lower wing skin panel cracks
with spar cracks, would reduce inspec-

tion intervals as aircraft attain more
time in service and would add inspection
requirements for wing secondary struc-
ture. The proposed rule would also recog-
nize-the wing straps in providing ex-
tended inspection intervals when. the
same are installed. It is recognized that
the inspection intervals specified in the
proposal for inspection of secondary
structure differ from those set forth in
Beecheraft Service Instruction 0388-018,
Rev. V. The intervals establishgd herein

-are clear and consistent and do not allow
gaps in the secondary structure periodic
inspections. The proposed AD incorpo-
rates changes and additional require-
ments based on current information.
Additional information Is being obtained
in a continuing program designed to
identify critical areas and improved in-
spection techniques.

Interested persons are invited to par-,
ticipate in the making of the proposed
rule by submitting such written data.
views or arguments as they may desire.
Communications should Identify the reg-
ulatory docket or rdtice number and be
submIttei in duplicate to the Federal
Aviation Administration, Office of the
Regional Counsel, ,1558 Federal Building.
601 East 12th Street, Kansas City, Mis-
souri 64106. All communications received
on or before January 17, 1977 will be
considered before action is taken upon
the proposed Rule. The proposals con-

tained In this notice may be changed in
the light of comments received. All com-
ments will be available, both before and
after the closing date for comments, in
the Airworthiness Rules Docket for ex-
amination by interested persons.

he Federal Aviation Administration
has determined that this document does
not contain a major proposal requiring
preparation of an Inflation Impact
Statement under Executive Order 11821
and 0MB Circular A-107.
(Secs. 313(a), 601 and 603 of the Federal
Aviation Act of 1958 (49 US.C. 1354(a), 1421
and 1423). and. of Sec. 6(c) of the Depart-
ment of Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655
(0)).

The proposed amendment reads as
follows:
Bimca. Applies to all 99 (Serial Numbers U-I

and up) series airplanes with 3.00 or
more hours' time n service.

Co-PLzM-cE: Required as indicated in ac-
cordance with the compliance tables set forth
in this AD or as otherwise specified herein.
unless already accomplished.

To detect any crackeng of the wing
front spar lower cap, other wing panel
front spar carry-through structural com-
ponents, wing secondary structure or
STC SA1178CE wing Straps, accomplish
the following:

LI Front spar lower cap inspection
requirements:

TABLE 1-Compliance times

Lower spar cap 1seto times
time In service (ours) Initial inpction in axordance with this AD Interval far repetitive

0 to 2_99M .............. None .................................................... .
3,000 to 7,530 ........... Within 10O h time In ztvice after aecumulatIrn of 3,0 h E Ih -00 h tX-my inluded).

time In "icw or within CD h time In rvlqe after l=t
comp=bloe Lipectain in amdnce with AD T73-2-10.

7,501 up to 10.000 or Within 600 It time in mrviL aflcr It compambleInec- h WO h except X-ray at 60
to spar cap life limit tion In cecaran wh AD 27-0. h intervals.
time cstenslon. a

A. Inspect, at time Intervals noted In Table 4. The lower surface of the lower forward
1 above, the structural components set forth spar cap in the nacelle inboard of each main
in Part I of Beechcraft Service Instructions gear wheel well:
0388-018; Rev. V. or later approved revisions 5. The four ;aq-inch brazier head rivets on
and summaized below, using those visual, 'the lower side of the spar cap in the nacelle
dye penetrant, eddy current and x-ray meth- inboard of each main gear wheel well;
ods of Inspection aet forth in Part I of said 6. Thp lower surface of the lower forward
service instructions: spar cap between each nacelle and the fuse-

1. The right and left lower forward inboard loge; and
and outboard wing attachment fittings; 7. The four Jo-bolt holes in the forward

2. The lower forward wing fitting-to-spar
attachment area and the edges of the forward flange of thIgower forward spar cap inboard
and aft flanges on the lower forward spar cap of each nacelle in the area of the wing root
in the center section. outboard of each main rib.
gear wheel well;

3. The lower forward spar cap in each main IM Wing carry-through components
gear wheel well; , inspection requirements:

TABLE 2.-Compliance lime3

Aircraft total time n-p lpectIs-tirme
In service
(hours) Initial lspettlon Us czorda:e with this AD Inter-val for repetitive inspectio s'

0 to 2,9D .............. on... .. Naa.
3,000 to 7,500 .......... Within 100 time in -^rvi after th5 acmu.ttoa of EaahsOh.

3.000 h time In ricrde or within COO h tim. In zrvce
after the 1a=t camprable Inspection In ccco:dane with
AD 74-V_10. -.

7,01 and on ........ Within M90 h time In rervice after te lA compamble 'cchZC00hthaeafter.
insp loan in nordanr e with AD 73-27-19.
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A. Inspect, at time Intervals noted in 1. The center line skin in the area between by most rapid means for review and com-
Table 2 above, using visual methods, the the forward and aft center section spars; and ment to 'Beech Aircraft Corporation,
structural components set forth in Para- 2. The two fuselage formers aft of the Wichita, Kansas 67201.
graph o. of Part I of Beechcraft'Service In- forward center section spar. IX. The eddy current inspections re-
structions 0388-018, Rev. V, or later ap- III. Wing secondary structure inspec- quired by this AD must be performed
proved revisions, and summarized below: tion requirements: by personnel who have received train-

Ing and are qualified In the operation
TABLE 3. compliance times of eddy current equipment and this

equipment must be calibrated using aAircraft total time Inspection specimen obtained from the manufac-in service
(hours) Initial inspection in accordance with this AD Interval for repetitive inspecticnms turer which simulates cracking of the

spar cap. The replacement of critical
0 to 9,99 ............... None_ ................ -------- None. parts such as the spar caps and wing
10,000 to 17,500 ......... Within too h time in service after the effective date of this Each 500 h. attach fittings required by this AD must

AD, for aircraft that have had spar caps xeplaced and
did not have life limit extensions granted or at the time be performed by personnel or facilities
of spar cap replacement, for aircraft that had life limit properly equipped and certificated to per-
time extensions granted.

17,501 and on ...... Within 400 h time in service after the effective date of this Each 300 h thereafter. form such repairs,
AD, for aircraft that have had spar caps replaced and X. Aircraft may be flown in accord-
did not have life limit extensions granted or within ance with FAR 21.197 to a base where
7,500 hours' time in service after replacement of spar
caps that were granted life limit time extensions. thi AD-can be accomplished providing

no cracks or unusual conditions are dis-
A. Inspect, at time intervals noted in stallation of above noted STc straps (if front closed by visual inspection In the area

Table 3 above, using visual and dye pene- spar lower cap had 1,000 or more hours' time of the aft inboard-most Huck bolts at-
trant methods of inspection, the structural in service at time of strap installation) and taching the spar cap to the lower forward
components set forth in Part III of Beech-. thereafter at Intervals not to exceed 1,000 wing attach fitting.
craft-Service Instructions 0388-018, Rev. V. hours' time in service or within 2,000 hours' 2U The inspection Intervals required
or later approved revisions and summarized time in servlcs after Installation of above
below: noted STC straps (if front spar lower caps in this AD may be adjusted up as much

1. Lower fuselage skin at attachment to had 999 or less hours' time in service at time as 25 hours where required to fit users
the forward spar; of strap installation) and-thereafter at inter- maintenance cycles if authorized by local

2. Lower skin of each nacelle; vals not to exceed 2,000 hours' time in serv- FAA Flight Standards Inspectors.
3. Center section skin under the top fair- ice: XI. Life limit time extensions, for

ing and around the upper attach flange In 1. Remove and inspect STC SAlI78CE wing front spar lower cap and asso-
each nacelle; straps in accordance with Aerocon Califor- ciated fittings (also called components)

4. Upper flange of keel assembly doubler nia, Inc. Engineering Order No. E. O. B-
at the outboard side of each wheel well where 9975-2, dated November 14, 1975, or alter ap- granted in writing prior to January 7,
the keel attaches to the main spar; proved revisions; and 1976, apply only to those components

5. Dimpled skin attach holes on the for- 2. Inspect wing front spar lower cap and that were In the aircraft when the time
ward side of the main spar at four Jo-bolts, associated components In accordance with extension was granted and do not apply
left and right, and at all rivets between the Paragraph I and Items 5 and 8 of Paragraph to new components installed after the
fuselage and each nacelle; M of this AD. extended life limits are attained.

6. Top skin attachment to the aft spar; B. (Wing carry-through components) : In- X I. Equivalent methods of compli-
7. Lower aft spar cap and skin; spect wing carry-through components at the
8. Lower strap on front spar at left and time intervals specified in and per the re- ance with this AD must be approved by

right wing stations 68.6;* quirements of Paragraph II of this AD. the Chief, Engineering and Manufactur-
9. Three stringers nearest the fuselage 0. (Wing secondary structure): Inspect ing Branch, FAA, Central Region.

centerline between spars; wing secondary structure at the time Inter-
10. Frames and angle clips of the center val specified and per the requirenients of This AD supersedes AD 76-27-10

wing/fuselage at fuselage stations 188, 197_ Paragraph lII of this AD except that corn- (Amendment 39-2484).
.and 207; pliauce is not required with respect to items Issued in Kansas City, Missouri, on

11. Four upper forward and eight aft wing- 5, 8 and that portion of item 12 which refers November 8, 1976.
to-center section fittings; to the lower spar cap and hinge as specified

12. Outer wing upper and lower spar cap- in said Paragraph IIL C. R. MELTVoN, Jr.,
and hinge; and D. All paragraphs of this AD, exoept"Para- Director,

13. Aft spar and ribs near and inboard of graph IV, apply to airplanes with front spar Central Region.
all flaps. lower cap straps installed per STC SA1178CE. F e t 1-7 :8 n.

IV, Wing front spar lower cap replace- VI. If a ciack or loose fastener is found IFR Doc.76-33859 Filed l1-17-16;8:45 amj
ment requirements: during any inspection required by this

' AD, prior to further flight, repair or -[14CFRPart39]A. On all airplanes (1) upon accumulation replace the defective component in ac- IDocket lo. 76-CE-34-AD]
of 10,000 hours front spar lower cap time in cordance with Beecncraft Service In-
service or (2) 10,000 hours' time in service
after replacing the front spar lower cap and struction 0388-018, Rev. V, or later ap- AIRWORTHINESS DIRECTIVES
associated components in accordance with proved revisions or in accordance with Certain Beech Model Airplanes
Paragraph VI and (3) at 10,000 hours' time Aerocon California, Inc. Engineering Or-
in service intervals thereafter, or at the at- der No. E. 0. B-9975-2 dated November The Federal Aviation Administration
tainment of service life extensions granted 24, 1975, or later approved revisions, as is considering amending Part 39 of the
prior to January 7, 1976, replace the struc- applicable. Fedelral Aviation Regulations by adding
tural components set forth In Part II of' VII. Aircraft maintenance rcord en- an Airworthiness Directive (AD) appli-
Beechcraft Service Instructions 0388-018, tries must be made and notification in cable to certain Beech Model airplanes.
Rev. V, or later approved revisions and sum- writing sent to Chief, Engineering and The aircraft manufacturer has identi-marized below:li

1. Lower cap of the front spar, with at- Manufacturing Branch, FAA, Central fled Beech Model E55, E55A, A58TC, 58,
tachment fitting, in each outer wing panel; Region, stating the location and length 58A, 60, A60, 65-B80, 70, B-90, C-90, E
and of any cracks found during inspections 90, 95-B55, 95B55A, 100 and A100 air-

2. Lower cap of the front spar, with left required by this AD and also the total planes which are equipped with non-
and right attachment fittings, in the center time in service of the component at the explosion proof wing tip strobe lights.
section. time the crack was discovered. Reports Under conditions of an explosive fuel

,May be submitted by letter or through M -mixture, these lights could be the sourceV. Wing inspection requirements for or D or MRR procedures. (Reporting ap- of an explosion in the wing areas In
airplanes having front spar lower cap proved by the Office of Management and which they are installed, Accordingly,
straps installed per STC SA1178CE: Budget under OMB No. 04=A-0174). since the condition described herein is

A. (Front spar lower cap and STC straps): VIIL Within two (2) days after each likely to exist or develop In aircraft of
Within 1,000 hours' time In service after in- x-ray inspection, send the radiographs this type design, an AD is being pro-
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posed applicable to the above-mentioned
Beech, model airplanes, requiring a vis-
ual inspection to identify the type of
wing tip strobe lights installed. If the
strobe lights are not explosion proof,
they must be deactivated until such time
as explosion proof strobe-lights are in-
stalled. The proposed AD will exempt
those aircraft equipped with identified
explosibn proof strobe lights or author-
ize reactivation of the strobe light sys-
tern upon the installation of these ex-
plosion proof lights:

Interested persons are invited to par-
ticipate in the making of the proposed
rule by submitting such wiitten data,
views or arguments as they may desire.
Communications should identify the reg-
ulatory docket or number and be sub-
mitted in duplicate to the Federal Avia-
tion Administration, Office of the Re-
gional Counsel, 1558 Federal Building,
601 East 12th Street, Kansas City, Mis-
sourit64106. All communications received
on or before December 20, 1976 win be
considered before action is taken upon
the proposed Rule. The proposals con-
rained in this notice may be changed in
the light of comments received. All com-
ments will be available, both before and
after the closing date for comments, in
the AiKworthiness Rules Docket for ex-
amination by interested persons. The
strobe lights identified in this proposal
are the only ones known at this time. If
commentators have knowledge of other
makes of strobe lights (explosion or non-
explosion proof), the Agency would ap-
preciate the benefit of this information.

The Federal Aviation Administration
has determined that this document does
not contain a major proposal requiring
preparation- of an fliflation Impact
Statement under Executive Order 11821
and OMB Circular A-107.
(Sees. 313(a), 601 and 603 of the Federal
Aviation Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1354(a). 1421
and 1423), and of sec. 6(c) of the Depart-

-ment of Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655
()).)

BEECH. Applies to the following Models
and Serial Numbers of airplanes if
equipped with non-explosion proof
wing tip strobe lights:

Models: Serial Numbers
E55 and E55A. TE-7681hrough TE-903
A56TC -------- -TG-84 through TG-94
58 and 58A-.... TH-1 through TH-302
60 and A60 .... P-3 through P-222
65-Bo . LD-270 through LD-480
70 ------------ LB-1 through LB-35
B90 and C90-- .J-318 through IJ--502
Eg0 .--------- LW-1
95-B55 and TC-1299 through

95-B55A. -TC-1525
100 and A100-- B-1 through B-157

Compliance: Required as Indicated, unless
already accomplished-

To preclude wing tip explosion, within
the next 100 hours' time in service after
the effective date of this AD, accomplish
the following:

1. Visually inspect the wing tip strobe
lights to determine the make and part num-
ber installed.

2. If either Grimes Manufacturing Co.
P/N 30-1467-1 or Symbolic Displays. Inc.
P/N 701148-7-2 explosion proof strobe lights
are installed, no further compliance with this
AD is necessary

3. If either Grimes Manufacturing Co. PIN
30-0669-1 or Hoskins P/N 30-0187-21 non-
explosion proof lights are installed, deacti-
vate the strobe light system by Installing
a guard over the switch, by pulling and block-
,ing the circuit breaker so that It cannot be
inadertdntly reset, or by any other suitable
means:.

4. Upon the Installation of either Grimes
Manufacturing Co. P/N 30-1467-1 e.ploslon
proof strobe lights in accordance with Beech-
craft Service Instructions No. 0800-362, or
later FAA approved revisions, or Symbolic
Displays, Inc. P/N 701148-7-2 explosIon proof
strobe lights, reactivate the strobe light
system.

6. Any equivalent method of compliance
with this AD must be approved by the Chief.
Engineering and Manufacturing Branch.
FAA,- Central Region.

Issued in Kansas City, Missouri. on
November 9, 1976.

C. R. MELUGUI, Jr.,
Director, Central Region.

[FR Doc.76-33861 Filed 11-17-76;8:45 am]

[ 14 CFR Part 71]
[Airspace Docket No. 76-SO-1011

SOUTHERN REGION
Designation of Control Zone

The Federal Aviation Administration
is considering an amendment to Part 71
of the Federal Aviation Regulations that
would designate the Sanford, Fla., con-
trol zone.

Interested persons may submit such
written data, views or arguments as they
may desire. Communications should be
submitted in triplicate t9 the Federal
Aviation Administration, Southern Re-
gion, Air Traffic Division, P.O. Box 20636,
Atlanta, Ga. 30320. All communications
received on or before January 3, 1977 will
be considered before action is taken on
the proposed amendment. No hearing is
contemplated at this time, but arrange-
ments for informal conferences with
Federal Aviation Administration officials
may be made by contacting the Chief,
Airspace and Procedures Branch. Any
data, views or arguments presented dur-
ing such conferences must also be sub-
mitted in writing in accordance with this
notice in order to become part of the rec-
ord for consideration. The proposal con-
tained in this notice may be changed in
light of comments received.

The rule proposed herein has been re-
viewed in accordance with Executive
Order 11821, title "Inflationary Impact
Statements," (39 FR 41501, November 29,
1974), and it has been determined that
the preparation of an inflationary im-
pact statement is not necessary.

The official docket will be available for
examination by interested persons at the
Federal Aviation Administration, South-
em Region, Room 645, 3400 Whipple
Street, East Point, Ga. .

The Sanford control zone would be
designated as:

Within a 5-mile radius of Sanford Airport
(lat 28"48'30" N, long. 81"14!25" W.);
within 3 miles each side of the 259, bearing
from the Sanforsi RBN (lat. 28°47'05" N.
long 81*14'36" W.), extending from, the
5-mile radius zone to 8.5 miles west of the
RBN This control zone Is effective from
0800 to 2100 hours. local time, daily.

This control zone is proposed to pro-
vide additional controlled airspace for
IMR operations at Sanford Airport dur-
ing those periods the airport traffic con-
trol tower is in operation.
(Sec. 307(a) of the Federal Aviation Act of
1958 (49 US.C. 1348(a)) and of sec. 6(c)
of the D2partment of Transportation Act (49
U.S.C. 1655(c)).)

Issued in EastPoint, Ga., on November
8. 1976.

PrnLip !% SwAmrx,
Director, Southern Region.

IPR Doc.76-33851 Flied 11-17-76.8:45 aml

[ 14CFR Part 75 ]
[Airspace Docket No. 76-NW-241

EXTENSION OF JET ROUTE NO. 52
Notice of Proposed Rule Making(

The Federal Aviation Administration
(FAA) is considering an amendment to
Part 75 of the Federal Aviation Regula-
tions that would extend J-52 from Den-
ver, Colo., to Vancouver, British Colum-
bia, Canada, via several intermediate
VORTACs.

Interested persons may participate in
the proposed rule making by submitting
such written data, views or arguments
as they may desire. Communications
should identify the airspace docket num-
ber and be submitted in triplicate to the
Director, Northwest Region, Attention:
Chief, Air Traffic Division, Federal Avia-
tion Administration, FAA Building, Boe-
ing Field, Seattle, Wash. 98108. All com-
munications received on or before De-
cember 20, 1976 will be considered before
action is taken oh the proposed amend-

.ment. The proposal contained in this no-
tice may be changed in the light of com-
ments received.

An official docket will be available for
examination by interested persons at the
Federal Aviation Administration, Office
of the Chief Counsel, Attention: Rules
Docket, AGC-24. 800 Independence Ave-
nue, SW., Washington, D.C. 20591. Anin-
formal docket also will be available for
examination at the office of the Regional
Air Traffic Division Chlef.

Request for copies of this Notice of
Proposed Rule Making should be ad-
dressed to the Federal Aviation Admin-
istration, Office of Public Affairs, Atten-
tion: Public Information Center, APA-
430, 800 Independence Avenue, SW,
Washington, D.C. 20591.

The proposed amendment would ex-
tend J-52 to begin at Vancouver, British
Columbia, Canada, and continue via Spo-
kane, Wash.; Salmon, Idaho; Dubois,
Idaho; Rock Springs, Wyo.; and Denver,
Colo. The airspace within Canada would
be excluded from this jet route.
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The proposed route would reduce the
present jet route distance between Van-
couver and Denver in addition to avoid-
ing the airspace in the vicinity of Seattle,
Wash., and Salt Lake City, Utah.
(Sec. 307(a), Fedbral Aviation Act of .1958
(49 U.S.C. 1348(a)) and sec. 6(a) Department
of Transportation Act (49 U.S.C. 1655(c)).)

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Novem-
ber 12, 1976.

WRAY R. McCLUNG,
Acting Chief, Airspace and Air

Traffic Rules Division.
(FR Doc.76-33980 Filed 11-17-76;8:45 am]
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DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
-National Oceanic and Atmospheric

Administration
[ 15 CFR Part 921J

FEDERAL CONSISTENCY WITH APPROVED
COASTAL ZONE MANAGEMENT PRO-
GRAMS

Extension of Comment Period
On September 28, 1976, the National

Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration
(NOAA) published proposed regulations
in the FEDERAL REGISTER (41 FR 42878)
concerning the policies, and procedures
for-Implementing the Federal consistency
requirements of the Coastal Zone Man-
agement Act of 1972, as amended, 16
U.S.C. 1451 et seq. (Section 307). NOAA
requested that comments on the pro-
posed regulations be submitted on or
before November 29, 1976.

Following publication, a number of
reviewers requested" that the comment
period be extended based upon an ex-
pressed need for additional time to ana-
lyze the complex and significant issues

- raised by the regulations. NOAA has con-
cluded that the requests for extension
should be approved. Accordingly, writ-
ten comments may be submitted to the
Office of Coastal Zone Management, Na-
tionalOceanic and Atmospheric Admin-
istration, U.S. Department of Commerce,
3300 Whitehaven Street, N.W., Washing-
ton, D.C. 20235, on or before Decem-
ber 20, 1976.

Dated: November 8, 1976.
R. L. CARNAHAN,

Acting Assistant Administrator
for Administration.

[FR Doc.T6-34091 Filed 11-17-76;8:45 am)

[50 CFR Part 216]
[Case No. MMPAH No. 2-19761

TAKING OF MARINE MAMMALS INCIDEN-
TAL TO YELLOWFIN TUNA PURSE SEIN-
ING OPERATIONS

Ex Parte Communications Relevant to the
Merits of Formal Rulemaking Proceeding

On October 14, 1976, the National
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion (NOAA) proposed regulations on
the takingof marine mammals inciden-
tal to yellowfin tuna purse seining in
1977, and gave notice of a hearing
thereon. 41 FR 45015-45019. In accord-

ance with the procedural regulations
published at 41 FR 43550-43552 on Oc-
ober 1, 1976, the notice included a list
of federal employees to whom ex parte
communications relevant to the merits
of the proceeding may not be made in
accordance with the policy expressed in
section 4 of the Government in the Sun-
shine Act, Pub. L. 94-409. The Secretary
of Commerce, Elliot L. Richardson, was
not included in this list, because he had
completely delegated his authority under
the Marine Mammal Protection Act of
1972 to the Director, National Marine
Fisheries Servic6 (NMFS). Since pub-
lication of the notice of hearing, how-
ever, the Secretary has amended this
delegation of authority to the Director to
reserve, a right of consultation and gen-
eral policy guidance with respect to mat-
ters like those being considered at the
above-hearing. As a result, the Secretary
is now an agency official "who is or may
reasonably be expected fio be involved in
the decisional process of the proceeding"
within the meaning of section 4 of'the
Government in the Sunshine Act, Ex
parte communications with the Secre-
tary relevant to the merits of the pro-
ceeding are therefore prohibited.

While ex parte communications with
the Secretary relevant to the merits of
the proceeding have up to this time been
forbidden to orevent the appearance of
inturopretv, the new basis for this pro-
hibition set forth in the present notice
reflects the possibility of actual consul-
tation with the Director, NMFS, result-
ing from the change in delegation.

JACK W. GEHRINGER,
Deputy Director, National

Marine Fisheries Service.

NOVEMBER 12, 1976.
IFPH.Doc.76-34064 Filed 11-17-76;8:45 am]

DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION

Coast Guard
[33 CFR Part 110 ]

[CGD 76-1851

SPECIAL ANCHORAGE AREAS, SAN DIEGO
HARBOR,, CALIFORNIA

Proposed Disestablishment of Special
Anchorage

The Coast Guard, at the request of the
San Diego Uniffed Port District, is con-
sidering amending the Anchorage Regu-
lations by disestablishing Special An-
chorage Area A-3, San Diego Harbor,
California.

As a result of the San Diego Harbor
Improvement Project, authorized by the
River and Harbor Act of 1968, Pub. L. No.
90-483, section 101, 82 Stat. 731, Special
Anchorage Area A-3 has been largely
filled in with dredge spoils to construct
an enclosed section of water for ultimate
conversion to a marina complex. The
principal use of the area will be for large
numbers of recreational boats. Due to the
large number of vessels using this area,
the anchoring of unlighted vessels is no
longer considered to be in the interest of
navigation.

Interested persons are invited to par-
ticipate In the rulemaking by submitting
written data, views, or arguments to the
Commander, Eleventh Coast Guard Dis-
trict, Union Bank Building, 400 Ocean-
gate, Long Beach, California 90822. Each
person submitting comments should In-
clude his name and address, Identify the
notice (CGD 76-185), and give reasons
for any recommendations.

Comments received will be available
for examination by interested persons at
the Office of the Commander, Eleventh
Coast Guard District.

Commander, Eleventh Coast Guard
District, will forward all comments re-
ceived before January 3, 1977, with his
recommendations to the Chief, Office of
Marine Environment and Systems, U.S.
Coast Guard Headquarters, who will
evaluate all comments received and take
final action on this proposal. The pro-
posed regulations may be changed In
light of comments received,

In consideration of the foregoing, It
is proposed to amend § 110.90 of Title
33 of the Code of Federal Regulations by
revoking paragraph (c)
(Sec. 1, 30 Stat. 98, as amended, seo. 6(g) (1)
(B), 80 Stat. 937; (33 U.S.C. 180), 49 CFR
1.46(c) (2).)

The Coast Guard has determined that
this document does not contain a major
proposal requiring preparation of an In-
flation Impact Statement under Execu-
tive Order 11821 and OMB Circular
A.-107.

Dated: November 9, 1976.
A. F FUGARO,

Rear Admiral, United States
Coast Guard, Chief, Office o1
Marine Environment and
Systems.

IFP Doe.76-34039 Filed 11-17-76:8:45 amI

[33 CFR Part 117]

(CGD 76-2101

NIAGARA RIVER, NEW YORK
Proposed Drawbridge Operation

Regulations
At the request of the Canadian

National Railway Company, the Coast
Guard Is considering revising the regu-
lations for the Canadian National rail-
road bridge across the Niagara River,
mile 0.6, to allow the draw to be main-
tained permanently closed to the pis-
sage of vessels. The draw is currently
required to open if at least 24 hours no-
tice is given. This change Is being con-
sidered because no navigation requiring

-thd draw to open has passed since 1946.
Interested person may participate in

this proposed rule making by submitting
written data, views, or arguments to the
Commander -(oan), Ninth Coast Guard
District, 1240 East Ninth Street, Cleve-
land, Ohio 44199. Each person submit-
ting comments should include his name
and address, identify the bridge, and give
reasons for any recommended change in
the proposal. Copies of all written com-
munications received will be available
for examination by Interested persons
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at the office of the Commander, Ninth
Coast Guard District.

The Commander, Ninth Coast Guard
District, will forward any comments re-

- ceived before December 20, 1976, with his
-recommendations to th 9 Chief, Office of
Marine Environment and Systems, U.S.
Coast Guard Headquarters, Washington,
D.C.- Who will evaluate all communica-
tions received and take final action on
this proposal. The proposed regulations
may be changed in the light of comments.
received.

In consideration of the foregoing, it is
proposed that Part 117 of Title 33 of the
Code of.Federal Regulations, be amended
by revising § 117.708 to read as follows:
§ 117.708 Niagara River; Canadian Na-

tional Railway bridge, mile 0.6.
The-draw need not open for the pas-

sage of vessels. However; the draw shall
be returned to operable condition within
six months after notification from the
Commandant, United States Coast
.Guard, to take such action.
(See. 5.-28 Stat. 362, as amended, see. 6(g) (2).
80 Stat. 937; (33 U.S.C. 499, (49 U.S.C. 1655
(g)(2)); 49 CFR 1.46(c) (5), 33 CFR 1.05-1
(C) (4)-)

'The Coast Guard has determined that
this document does* not contain a major
propotal requiring preparation of an In--
flation Impact Statement under Execu-
tivd Order 1-1821 and OMB'Circular A-

l10T.
Dated: November 10, 1976.

A. F. Fumo,
-Rear- Admiral, United States
. Coast Guard, Chief, Office of

Marine Environment and
Systems.

IFR Doc.76-3437 Filed 11-17-76;8:45 amI

[33 CFR Part 117]
[CGD 76-1781

ST. JOHNS RIVER, FLORIDA
Proposed Drawbridge Operation

Regulations
At the request of the Florida East

Coast Railway (FEC), the Coast Guard is
considering revising the regulations for
the FEC railroad bridge across the St.
Johns River, mile 24.6, in Jacksonville, to
allow this bridge to operate on an auto-
mated system. The other FEC bridges
near Jay Jay, Jupiter, Stuart and Port
Mayaca alreddy use an automated sys-
tem. This change is being considered in
order that all bridges operated by the
Railroad can be operated under the same
system.

Interested persons may participate in
this proposed rule making by submitting
written data, views, or arguments to the
Commander (oan), Seventh Coast Guard
District, 51 -SW First Avenue, Miami,
Florida 33130. Each person submitting
comments should -include his name and
address, identify the bridge, and give rea-
sons for any recommended change in the
proposal. Copies of all written communi-
cations received will be available for ex-

PROPOSED RULES

amination by interested persons at the
office of the Commander, Seventh Coast
Guard District.

The Commander, Seventh Coast Guard
District, will forward any comments re-
ceived before December 20. 1976. with his
recommendations to the Chief. Office of
Marine Environment and Systems. U.S.
Coast Guard Headquarters, Washington.
D.C.. who will evaluate all communica-
tions received and take final action on
this proposal. The proposed regulations
may be changed in the light of comments
received.

In consideration of the foregoing, it IS
proposed that Part 117 of Title 33 of the
Code of Federal Regulations, be amended
by adding a new § 117.429 immediately
after § 117.408 to read as follows:
§ 11"7.429 St. Johrns Rivcr,.Fla.; Florida

East Coast Railroad bridge.
(a) The bridge will not be manned by

a regular attendant, and will normally
be maintained in an open position.

(b) Flashing green lights are displayed
on the bridge to Indicate that water traf-
fic may pass.

(c) When a train approaches the
bridge, large signs on both the upstream
and downstream sides of the bridge will
flash "bridge coming down", the naviga-
tional lights will go to flashing red. and
the standard siren signals will sound.

(d) After an eight minute delay, the
bridge will lower and lock if there are no
vessels under the bridge.

(e) After the train has cleared, the
bridge will open and the light signals will
return to flashing green.

(f) Train crews can hold the bridge
down by pushing a hold button, and the
bridge will remain down for a period of
eight (8) minutes or while the approach
track circuit Is occupied.
(Sec. 5. 28 Stat. 362, as amended, see. 6(g)
(2). 80 Stat. 937; (33 U.S.C. 499. 49 U.S.C.
1655(g) (2)): 49 CFR 1.46(c) (5), 33C FR 1.05-
1(c) (4).)

The Coast Guard has determined that
this document does not contain a major
proposal requiring preparation of an In-
flation Impact Statement under Execu-
tive Order 11821 and OMB Circular A-
107.

Dated: November 10, 1976.
A. P. Fucmco.

Rear Admiral, United States
Coast Guard, Chief, Office of
Marine Enironment and Sys-
tenzs.

[(R Doc.76-34038 Ffled 11-17-76.'8:45 amil

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

[40 CFR Part 180]
[FRL 645-1; PPSFIS9 P381

TOLERANCES AND EXEMPTIONS FROM
TOLERANCES FOR PESTICIDE CHEMI-
CALS IN OR ON RAW AGRICULTURAL
COMMODITIES
Proposed Tolerance for the Pesticide

Thiophanate-Methyl
On February 27, 1975, the Environ-

mental Protection Agency (EPA) gave

50343

notice (40 FR 8379) that American
Cyanamid Co.. PO Box 400, Princeton
NJ 08540. had submitted A'pesticide peti-
tion (PP 5F1589). This peltion proposed
that 40 CFR Part 180 be amended by the
establishment of a tolerance for com-
bined residues of the fungicide thiophan-
atemethyl (dlmethyl((1,2 - phenylene)-
bis(imlnocarbonothlopyD I bis [car-
bamatel) and its metabolite methyl 2-
benzlmldazole carbamate in or on the
raw agricultural commodity bananas at
1 part per million (ppm) of which not
more than 0.2 ppm shall be present in the
pulp after the peel is removed.

American Cyanamid Co. subsequently
amended the petition by deleting the
metabolite methyl 2-benztmidazole car-
bamnate from 'the tolerance request, pro-
posing Instead that the tolerance be
revised to include thiaphanate-methyl,
its oxygen analog dimethyl-44'-0-
phenylene-bis. and Its benzimidazole-
containing metabolites. The firm addi-
tionally proposed-that the tolerance level
be increased from 1 ppm to 2 ppm in or
on bananas, of which not more than 0.2
ppm shall be present in the pulp after
the peel is removed. "

The data submitted in the petition and
all other relevant material having been
evaluated, the pesticide is considered to
be useful for the purpose for which the
tolerance is sought. There is no reason-
able expectation of residues in eggs, milk,
meat, or poultry as delineated in 40 CFR
180.6(a) (3). Because this petition was
amended by increasing the tolerance
level from that proposed in the Febru-
ary 27, 1975 notice, the tolerance is being
proposed at this time to provide an op-
portunity for public comment. The
Agency has determined that the toler-
ance "established by hmending 40 CFR
Part 180 will protect the public health.
and it is proposed, therefore, that the
tolerance be established as set forth
below *It is additionally proposed that 40
CFF. 1803(d). tolerances for related
pesticide chemicals, be amended to in-
clude a provision for pesticides contain-
ing the benzimldazole moiety.

Any person who has registered or sub-
mitted an application for the registra-
tion of a pesticide under the Federal In-
secticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act
which contains any of the ingredients
listed herein may request, on or before
December 20, 1976, that this proposal be
referred to an advisory committee pur-
suant to section 408(e) of the Federal-
Food. Drug. and Cosmetic Act.

Interested persons are invited to sub-
mlt written comments on the proposed
regulation to the F'zazL Rcxsrr Sec-
tion, Technical Services Division (WH-
569), Office of Pesticide Programs. En-
vironmental Protection Agency, Rm. 401.
East Tower. 401 M St. SW, Washington.
DC 20460. Three copies of the comments
should be submited to facilitate the work
of the Agency and of others interested
in inspecting them. The comments must
be received on or before December 20,
1976. and should bear a notation indicat-
Ing the subject/document control num-
ber "PP5F1589/P38." All written com-
ments filed in response to this notice of
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proposed rulemaking will be available for
public inspection in the office of the
Federal Register Section from 8:30 a.m.
to 4 p.m. Monday through Friday.

Dated: November 10, 1976.
JOHN B. RITCrr, Jr.,

Director, Registration Division.
kSec, 408(d) (2), Federal Food, Drug, and
Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 346a(d) (2).)

(1) It is proposed that Part 180, Sub-
part A, § 180.3(d) be amended by adding
the new subparagraph (10) containing
provision for pesticide chemicals having
as metabolites compounds containing the
benzimidazole moiety; and

(2) It is also proposed that Part 180,
Subpart C, be amended by adding the
new § 180.371 containing a tolerance for
residues of thiophanate-methyl, its oxy-
gen analog, and its benzimidazole con-
taning metabolites of 2 ppm, in or on
bananas and of 0.2 ppm in banana pulp
after removal of the peel, to read as
follows:
§ 180.3 Tolerances for related pesticide

chemicals.

(d)
(10) Where a tolerance is established

for more than one pesticide having as
metabolites compounds containing the
benzimidazole moiety found in or on a
raw agricultural commodity, the total
amount of such residues shall not exceed
the highest established tolerance for a
pesticide having these metabolites.

§ 180.371 -Thiophanate-methyl; toler-
ances for residues.

Tolerances are established for residues
of the fungicide thiophanate-methyl
(dimethyl C (1,2-phenylene) bis (imnocar-
bonothioyl) ]bislcarbamate]), its oxygen
analog, dimethyl-4,4'-o-phenylene-bis,
and its benzimidazole containing metab-
olites (calculated as thiophanate-meth-
yl) in or on the following raw agricul-
tural commodities:

Parts per
Commodity: miflion
Bananas ---------------------- 2
Bananas, pulp -------------------- 0.2

IFR Doc.76-33968 Filed 11-17-76;8:45 am]

ENERGY RESEARCH AN.D
DEVELOPMENT ADMINISTRATION

[41CFRPart9-4]
COST PARTICIPATION POLICY
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking

Notice is hereby given that ERDA is
considering the promulgation of a new
procurement regulation. This proposed
regulation will set forth the ERDA policy
on cost participation by organizations
performing research, development and
demonstration projects under ERDA
prime contracts.

The primary responsibility for bring-
ing energy technology into use must re-
side with the private sector. To help
assure the most efficient and effective

energy research, development and dem-
onstration programs, organizations and
individuals in the private sector should
participate in the identification of tech-
nologies for 'development and demon-
stration. It is ERDA's intent to seek the
highest possible levels of private sector
cooperation and involvement in order to
make maximum use of private expertise,
to accelerate development of new tech-
nologies and-speed the process of bring-
ing technology into use. The ERDA.en-
ergy research, development and demon-
stration program- includes assisting the
private sector in implementing new or
improved energy technologies when such
innovations are in the public interest but
are not likely to be accomplished, either
in a timely manner or at all, by the pri-
vate sector acting alone.

The present ERDA Procurement Regu-
lation covering. cos# participation is a
carryover from the AEC Procurement
Regulations and as such is not totally in
line with the expanded ERDA mission or
ERDA legislation. The emphasis in the
existing policy is for cost sharing on
basic and applied research. The proposed
policy emphasizes cost participation by
the performer when he will receive pres-
ent or future economic benefits as a re-
sult of the effort; excluded from this re-
quirement are contracts for products -or
services strictly for Government use.
Other major differences are that the pro-
posed policy calls for mandatory cost
participation on demonstration projects
axid provides'for participation "in kind."
. Interested persons may submit com-
ments on this proposed regulation to:
Director of Procurement, Rm. C-167, U.S.
Energyr Research and Development Ad-
ministration, Washington, DC, 20545,
Attn: Berton J. Roth. To be given con-
sideration by ERDA in its determinations
relative to final promulgation of the pro-
curement regulation, writterl submission
must be made to arrive no later than
January 3, 1977. "

Dated at Washington, D.C. this 10th
day of November 1976.

R. G. ROMATOWSKI,
Assistant Administrator

for Administration.
It is proposed to delete existing Sub-

part 9-456 of the ERDA-PR and add
the following new part 9-4.56 to the
ERDA-PR.

Sec. Subpart 9-4.56--Cost Participation

9-4.5600 Scope of subpart.
9-4.5601 Policy.
9-4.5602 Application.
9-4.5603 Amount of cost participation,
9-4.5605. Dispositionof property and equip-

ment furnished or acquired.
9-4.5606 Records.

Subpart 9-4.56 Cost Participation
AuTH On TY: ISection 105, Energy Reorga-

niration Act of 1974"(Pub. L. 93-438).

§ 9-4 .5600 Scope of subpart.
.(a) This subpart sets forth the ERDA

policy on cost participation by. organiza-
tions, performing research, development'

and demonstration projects under ERDA
prime contracts. This subpart does not
cover efforts/projects performed by otlii.
Federal agencies.

(b) Cost participation Is a generic term
denoting any situation where the Gov-
ernment does not fully reimburse the
performer for all allowable costs neces-
sary to accomplish the project or effort
under the contract. The term encom-
passes cost sharing, cost matchtng,-cost
limitation (direct or Indirect), participa-
tion in kind and similar concepts.
§ 9-4.5601 Policy.

Cost participation by the performer
will not be obtained when the contract
end products or services are being devel-
oped for Government use. However, when
ERDA supports performer research, de-
velopment and demonstration efforts not
specifically for Government end use and
where a principal purpose Is eventual
utilization by the private seotor, It Is
ERDA policy to obtain cost participation
when there is reasonable expectations
that the performer will receive present
or future economic benefits as a result
of performance of the effort, In making
the determination to obtain cost partici-
pation and amount of such participation,
ERDA will consider the financial capa-
bility of the performer (e.%. small busi-
ness) as well as the possible impact on
future market and competition postures,
The propriety, manner and amount of
cost participation must be decided case-
by-case. Cost participation is required
for demonstration projects unless ex-
empted by the Administrator.
§ 9-4.5602 Applicailon.

(a) The ERDA Cost Participation
Policy of 9-4.5601 applies to all contracts,

(b) Cost participation Is not con-
templated in contracts for the operations
of Government-owned or leased, con-
tractor-operated facilities of an un-
limited life, or continuing cost-reim-
bursement type contracts for mission-
oriented, large-scale research programs
performed In research centers using
equipment or facilities which are either
partially or wholly Government-owned,

(c) Potential benefits to the contractor
are less likely where basic research is in-
volved and cost participation, if any, is
expected to be less than in circumstances
where a product is being developed, As
-projects or proposed efforts reach stages
nearing commercial viability, cost par-
ticipation becomes more appropriate and
should be greater.

(d) Cost participation by educational
institutions and other not-for-profit or
nonprofit organizations should normally
not be required unless not to do so Is
clearly inconsistent with the intent of the
policy set forth in § 9-4.5601, or where
unfair competitive advantage would en-
sue.

(e) Where it Is determined by an As-
sistant Administrator that payment of
the full allowable cost of the contractual
effort is necessary in order to obtain the
services of a particular organization, cost
participation need not apply.
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(f) Cost participation may not be ap-
propriate:

(1) For research effort that-has only
minor relevance to the performing or-
ganization's non-Federal activities;

(2) When the performing organization
lacks adequate non-Federal sources of
funds from which to make a cost partici-
pation; or

(3) When the performing organization
is predominantly engaged in research and
development and has little or no produc-
tion or service activities to which knowl-
edge obtained from the research effort
may be gainfully applied. However, if the
results.of the project are transferable to
a commercial organization with produc-
tion capabilities, and the performing or
ganization obtains patent rights or other
property rights which can be sold or
licensed, cost participation may be ap-
propriate.

(g) The fact that a project is jointly
funded, e.g. ERDA and an industry as-
sociation funding a third party per-
former, does not preclude cost participa-
tion by the performer. In fact, if the per-
former will gain competitive and eco-
nomic advantages,-cost participation may
-be required.
§ 9-4.5603 Amount of cost participa-

tion.

(a) Cost participation may be in any
form, including but not limited to cash
outlays, real property or interest therein
needed for the project, personal property
or services, or other in kind participation.
Cost participation may include the value
of contributions of other non-Federal
sources, provided the contributions were
not previously obtained from Federal
sources. The value of any noncash con-
tribution -shall be established by ERDA.
Cost parficipation may be accomplished
by a contribution to either direct or in-
direct costs provided such 'costs are
otherwise allowable in accordance with
the cost principles of the contract. Al-
lowable costs which are absorbed by
the performer-as its share of cost partic-
ipation may not be charged directly or
indirectly to the Federal Government
under other contracts, agreements or
grants.

(b) The manner of cost participation
and how it is to be accomplished shall be
set forth in the contract.

(c) The handling of any off-setting re-
turn from sale of products from a jointly
undertaken project shall be set forth
ih- the contract. I

( d) The solicitation document shall
-state whether any cost participation is
required, and may set forth a minimum

* expected level or target level of cost par-
ticipation. When cost to the Government
is a major factor in a selection decision,
the degree-of cost participation will be
considered. -
• (e) If an unsolicited proposal does not
offer cost participation, the. program
office shall. after consultation with Pro-
curement, determine whether cost par-
ticipation is appropriate. If cost'partici-
pation is- appropriate, guidance for
determining an-appropriate level of-par-

ticipation may be Included in the pro- I
curement authorization package, but it
should be recognized that the extent and
type of cost participation is subject to
negotiation.

(f) Commercial or industrial organi-
zations should contribute a reasonable
amount of the total project cost covered
under the contract. As the advantages
to the performers increase and as the
project nears commercialization the con-
tracting offices should seek higher levels
of cost participation. Int setting the levels
of cost participation by the performer,
the contracting officer should consider
items, such as:

(1) Improvements in the performer's
future commercial competitive position.

(2) Allocation of property at project's
end.

(3) Whether the potential benefits will
.be lessened if the performer lacks pro-
duction or other capabilities with which
to capitalize on the results of the project.

(g) The extent to which a performing
organization contributes to the cost of
a project may ,be taken into considera-
tion in the allocation of patent rights
under ERDA's waiver policy. (See § 9-
9.109-6(h) (1) for patent policies.)

(h) Fee or profit will not be paid the
contractor nor will It be included in the
estimated total cost of the project when
the degree of cost participation Is estab-
lished.

(1) Fee or profit will not be paid to any
member of the propiosing team having a
substantial and direct interest in the
project, and who will receive present or
future economic benefits as a result of
performance of the effort be it a Joint
venture, partnership or otherwise. Com-
petitive subcontracts placed with the
prior written consent of the Contracting
Officer and subcontracts for routine sup-
plies and services are not covered by this
prohibition.
§ 9-4.5605 Disposition of property and

equipment furnided or acquired.
Dispositioki instructions for any prop-

erty and equipment furnished or acquired
during performance shall be set forth in
the contract.
§ 9-4.5606 Records.

Recipients of contracts which provide
for cost participation shall be required to
maintain records adequate to reflect the
nature and extent of their cost contri-
bution as well as those costs charged to
ERDA. Such records shall be subject to
audit by ERDA.

[FR Doc.7 -34141 Filed 11-17-76;8:45 aml

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR
Bureau of Land Management

- [43 CFR Parts 5, 2920 ]
MOTION PICTURES

Special Land Use Permit
This proposed rulemaking amends

Parts 5 and 2920 of 43 CFR. to clarify
that the Special Land Use Permit is the
mechanism for authorizing use of lands
administered by the Bureau of Land

Aanagement for filming of motion pic-
tures. This proposal also includes an
amendment to Part 2920 that would al-
tow the authorized officer to require a
compliance bond prior to issuance of a
permit for a motion picture use.

It is determined that the publication
of this proposed rulemaking is not a
major Federal action significantly affect-
lng the quality-of the human. environ-
ment and that no detailed statement is
required pursuant to section 102(2)(c)
of the National Environmental Policy
Act of 1969 (43 U.S.C. 4332(a) (c)), nor
does this action exceed the criteria for
preparing an Inflation Impact State-
ment.

In accordance "with the Department's
policy of public participation in rulemak-
ing (36 FR 8336) interested parties may
submit written comments, suggestions, or
objections with respect to the proposed
rules to the Director (210), Bureau of
Land Management, Washington, D.C.
20240 until December 18,1976. Comments
wIll be available for review in Room 5555
of the Interior Building, 1800 C Street
NW.. Washington, D.C.

It is hereby proposed to amend 43 CFR
as follows.

1. Part 5 is amended by adding a new
section, § 5.3. to- read as follows:
§ 5.3 Areas administered by the Bureau

of Land Management.
The regulations covering the Bureau

of Land Management are found in 43
CFR Part 2920--Special Land Use
Permits.

2. Section 2920.0-5 is amended by add-
ing a new paragraph (h) to read as
follows:
§ 2920.0-5 Definitions.

(hi The term "motion pictures" means
the filming of motion pictures or the
making of television productions or
soundtracks but excludes filming by ama-
teur photographers for noncommercial
purposes, or by bona fide newsreel and
television news photographers and
soundmen of news items.

3: Subpart 2920 is amended by add-
ing § 2920.8 to read as follows:
§ 2920.8 Bonds.

Prior to issuing the permit, the au-
thorized officer may require a security
bond, or a deposit made in cash or by
certified check in an amount to insure
full compliance with the terms of the
permit.

4. A new Subpart 2925 is added to
Part 2920 to read as follows:

Subpart 2925-Motlon Picturms

2025.1 Applications.
20252 Courtesy credits.

Subpart 2925--Motion Pictures
§ 2025.1 Applications.

Application for permits to use lands
administered by the Bureau of Land
Management for motion pictures as de-
flne4 in § 2920.0-5(h) hereof shall com-
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ply with the requirements set out in
Subpart 2920 of this part. In addition,
such application shall include informa-
tion concerning the numbers of people,
kinds and numbers of animals, and kinds
and numbers of wheeled vehicles and sta-
tionary or mobile machines to be used in
connection with the permit and -their
frequency of use. The mean and peak
sound levels of abnormal noise making
activity expressed in decibels, shall also
be Included in the application.
§ 2925.2 Courtesy credit.

The authorized officer may, in his dis-
cretion, require the permittee to give
appropriate courtesy credit to the De-
partment and the Bureau in any motion
pictures made on public lands.

CHRIS FARRAND,
Acting Assistant Secretary

of the Interior.
NOVEMBER 11, 1976.

IFR Doc.76-34081 Filed 11-17-76;8:45 am)

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH,
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE

Office of the Secretary
[ 45 CFR Part 5 ]

AVAILABILITY OF INFORMATION TO THE
PUBLIC

Intent To Propose Rulemaking
The Department of Health, Education,

and Welfare is considering amending the
regulations issued under authority of
"The Freedom of Information Act." The
regulations are found-in Volume 45, Part
5 of the Code of Federal Regulations. The
authorizing statute is found in Title 5,
section 552 of the United States Code.

Under the Freedom of Information Act
the public may, upon request, have ac-
eess to most records of the Department.
Some records are exempt by law from
mandatory disclosure.

The purpose of the proposed amend-
ments Is to clarify the standards by
which the Department determines which
records can be disclosed and which can-
not, particularly In cases where the in-
formation sought has been provided by
a private citizen or a company either
under compulsion of law or in seeking
Department grants or contracts. In ad-
dition, we are considering reorganizing
the regulation and changing the fees
charged for providing information.

The Department's policy has been and
will continue to be to make the fullest
possible disclosure of records consistent
with the requirements of confidentiality
and administrative necessities found -in
the law. Recent court opinions and the
Department's experience with the exist-
ing regulation indicate that changes in
the regulatiop maybe necessary if that
policy is to be fully realized.

This Notice of Intent to propose rule-
making Is being issued as part of the
Department's desire for the early in-
volvement of interested citizens in its
regulations process. A Notice of Intent
will be issued when major policies of the
Department are being developed or when
major changes in policy-are being con-

sidered. It is a device to inform the pub-
lic and to ask for public reaction to the
Identified issues and to the question of
whether or not all issues have been iden-
tified.

We are considering the following Is-
sues, and we invite you to comment on
them.
(1) DISCRETIONARY RELEASE OF RECORDS

A strict interpretation of the law
would exempt from mandatory disclo-
sure a number of records which are pres-
ently released at the discretion of the
heads of the various components of the
Department. This discretion has been
exercised in the absence of formalized
guidelines. The general rule has beeA to
release the records-in the absence of a
compelling reason not-to.

Should we formalize this practice by writ-
ing into the regulation standards for the
exercise of this discretion? Who should exer-
cise this discretionary authority? (program
officials? Freedom of Information Officials?
heads of the components of the Department?
others?)

(2) CONFLICTING INTEREST OF PROVIDERS
OF INFORMATION AND SEEKERS OF INFOR-
MATION
Recently we have experienced "re-

verse" Freedom of Information cases.
Citizens who are required to provide the
Department with information (particu-
larly contractors and grant applicants)
have sought to prevent the general re-
,lease of information they have provided.
These cases result from disputes between
the providers of the information and
HEW over whether the information
being sought is required to be disclosed
by the statute.

Should providers of information have an
6pportunity to appeal a decision to release
the information they have provided? If so-,
what procedures should we establish for the
appeal and what amount of time would be
fair to allow for the appeal?

(3) PROCEDURAL REQUIREMENTS
The Freedom of Information Act re-

quires that a decision on a request for
records must be made within 10 working
days of the receipt of the request. The
law does not define "receipt," and ques-
tions have arisen concerning when a re-
quest is officially received. HEW has as-
sumed that the ten day time limit starts
running upon receipt of the request in
the "action office" (the office having cus-
tody of the records sought).

Is receipt in the "action office" the proper
time to start the 10-day time limit?

Should the limit begin upon receipt any-where within the Department?
Are there a substantial number of circum-

stances in which the difference of two or
three days (depending on how tle Depart-
ment defines 'receipt') is likely to be very
important to a requestor?

How should oral requests for records be
treated?

How can we expedite handling -requests for
records?

(4) FEE SCHEDULE
(a) The Department charges $3.00

per hour for searching for records and
ten cents ($0.10) per page for duplica-
tion. No charge is made when the cost of

search and reproduction Is $5.00 or less.
The $3.00 per hour search fee has re-
mained unchanged since 1967. The
charges made do not cover actual costs
to the Department.

Should changes in the fee schedule be
made to reflect the increased costs of admin-
istration; thereby allowing the Department
to recover a greater percentage of its actual
cost?

Should there be separate charges within
the fee schedule for searches by clerical and
non-clerical personnel? (no cost to tho De-
partment is greater if non-olerical personnel
are involved.)

(b) The law provides that records may
be furnished without charge, or at a re-
duced rate, where the agency determines
that a waiver or reduction of the fee is
in the public interest; that Is, the infor-
mation would benefit the general public.

How should we determine whether disclo-
sure would primarily benefit the general
public?

Who should be responsible for making such
determinations, program officials? or the of-
ficials authorized by regulation to determine
the confidentiality of records? Should there
be a procedure for appealing a denial of a
request to waive or reduce the charge?

(5) ORGANIZATION or THE RoULATION
(a) The regulation is currently divided

into seven subpaits. The requirements a
citizen must follow in making a request
for records are found In several subparts.

For you who use the regulations, is this
'ormat the clearest and most useful as an
aid in making a request for records? Should
the regulation be reorganized to place all
procedural requirements In one subpart?

(b) The regulation contains a short
appendix listing examples of records
which are generally available and those
which are not.

Would it be useful to expand these exam-
ples? From your experience, what types of
documents could be added?

We welcome comments on theseissues
and any additional recommendations for
improving the regulatory implementa-
tion of the Freedom of Information Act
and its objectives. Communications
should be addressed to:
Freedom of Information Officer, Office of

Public Affairs, Department of Health, Edu-
cation, and Welfare. 200 Independence
Avenue, SW.. Washington, D.O. 20201. Con-
tact person: Russell M. Roberts, tele-
phone: 202-245-7678.
Copies of the current regulation are

available at the above address. All com-
munications received on or before Janu-
ary 17, 1977, will be considered before
final action Is taken on this notice. All
comments submitted will be available,
both before and after the closing date
for comments, in Room 618C2, South
Portal Building at the above address for
examination by interested parties. If It
is determined that It is in the public in-
terest to proceed further after considera-
tion of comments, a notice of proposed
rulemaking will be Issued,

Dated: November 8, 1976.
MARJORIE LynCu,

Acting Secretary.
[FR Doc.76-34004 Filed 11-17-76;8:45 am]
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ADVISORY COUNCIL ON
HISTORIC PRESERVATION

MEETING
Notice is hereby given in accordance

with the Advisory Council's Procedures
for the Protection of Historic and Cul-
tural Properties (36 CR Part 800) that
the regular meeting pf the Advisory
Council on Historic Preservation will
be held on December 8-9,'1976, in Bos-
ton, Massachusetts. The entire meeting
is'open to the public.

The Advisory Council was established
by the National Historic Preservation
Act of 1966 (Pub. L. 89-665, as amended,
Pub. L. 94-422) to advise the President
and Congress on matters relating to his-
'toric preservation and-to comment upon
Federal, federally assisted and federally
licensed undertakings having an effect
upon properties listed in or eligible for
inclusion in the National Register of His-
toric Places. The Council's members are
-the Secretaries of the Interior; Housing
and Urban Development; Commerce; the
Treasury; Agriculture; Transportation;
State; Defense; Health, Education, and
Welfare;-and the Smithsonian Institu-
tion; the Administrator of-the General
Services Administration; the Attorney
General; the Chairman of the Council
on Environmental Quality: the Chair-
man of the Federal Council on the Arts
and, Humanities; - the Architect of the
Capitol; the Chairman of -the National
Trust for Historic Preservation; the Pres-
ident of the National Conference of State
Historic Preservation Officers; and twelve
non-Federal members appointed by the
President.

The meeting will. begin at 9 a.m.,
Wednesday. December 8, 1976, at the
Museum of Our National Heritage, Lex-
ington, Massachusetts, and will recon-
vene at 9:30 a n on Thursday, Decem-
ber 9, Old State House, State/Washing-
ton/Congress Streets, Boston, Massachu-
setts.

The agenda for the meeting includes
the folowing:

I. Report of-the Executive Director
'II. Report of the General Counsel
DII.-Report, of the Office of Intergovernmen-

tal Proeiams & Planning
IV. Consideration of Proposal for the Lowell

Urban National Cultural Park
V. Repqrt of the'Office of Review and Com-

pliance
V11 International Report

VIL Other Business

Agenda and additional information
concerning the meeting andthe submis-
sion of oral and written statements to
Sthe Council are available from the Ex-
ecutive Director, Advisbry Council on
Historic Preservation, Suite 530, 1522 K

Street, NW.. Washington, D.C. 20005
(202) 254-3974.

Dated: November 11, 1976.

ROBERT R. GARVE, JR.,
Executive Director.

[FR Doc.76-34021 Filed 11-17-76;8:45 am]

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Farmers Home Administration

(Deslgnation Number /3981
ARKANSAS

Designation of Emergency Areas
The Secretary of Agriculture has de-

termined that farming, ranching, or
aquaculture operations have been sub-
stantially affected in certain Arkansas
Counties as a result of various adverse
weathier conditions shown In the fol-
lowing chart:
Ashley: Drought July 4 through Septem-

ber 2.1976.
Crittenden: Drought July 5 through Au-

gust 31.1976. Cool, wet, below normal tem-
peratures March 5 through Juno 15, 1978.

Chicot: Drought July 4 through Septem-
ber 4.1976.

Clark: Cool, wt weather April I through
June 30, 1976. Drought July 3 through Au-
gust 30.1976. "

Clay: Cool temperatures May I through
June 30. 1976. Excessira rainfall. May 27
through July 3. 1976. Drought July 20
through December 31,1976.

Cleburn: Drought July 3 through August 31.
1976.

Crawford: Drought June 30 through Sep-
tember 20. 1976.

Crelghead: Drought July 3 through Septem-
ber30.1976.

Cross: Drought July I through September 24.
1976.

Faulkner: Drought July 4 through Septem-
ber2, 1976:

Fulton: Drought August 15 through Septem-
ber 16. 1976. April 1 through My 30. 1976
Cool and Dry.

Greene: June 28 through July 3. 1976 Serere
Flooding. Drought July 5 through Sep-
tember 10, 1976.

Independence: Drought July 3 through Sep-
tember 7,1976. <c

Jackson: Excessfre rainfall June 23 through
25, 1976. Drought July 4 through Septem-
ber 23.1976.

Lafayette: Cool, dry weather April 1 through
May 31. 1976. Drought July 1 through Sep-
tember 1.1976.

Lawrence: Excessire rainfall May 20 through
July 4. 1976. Drought July 5 through Sep-
tember 4, 1976.

Lee: Drought July 4 through Sepiember 9.
1976.

Logan: Drought July 1 through Septem-
ber 14,1976.

mississippl: Extremely low tempeartures
May 1 through 25. 1976. Excessre rain
June 15 through July 10. 1976. Cool
weather August 2 through 24.1970.

Monroe: Drought July 4 through August 28.
197.

Perry: Drought June 10 through Septem-
ber 15. 1976. ,

Philllp3: Extreme low temperatures April 27
through May 20. 1976. Drought June 1
through August 30. 1976.

PolD-nott: Cold wet weather May 25 through
July 20. 1976.

Polk: Drought July I through September 17.
1970.

Randolph: Frost April 2. 5, 10, May 4, exces-
sire rain My 31 through July 4, 1976-
Drought April 1 through May 30. Flooding
June 23 through 25 and July 2 through 9.
1976.

Sebastian: Drought June 30 through Septem-
ber 19. 1976.

Sharp: Drought May 15 through Septem-
ber 30. 1976.

Stone: Drought July 10 through Septem-
her 22. 1976.

Union: Drought July 4 through Septem-
ber 4. 1976.

White: Flooding and cold -ights May 5
through June 27. 1976. Drought July 1
through August 26. 1976.

Woadruff: Cold wet weather June 8 through
19, 1978. Drought July 3 through August
30, 1976. Cold weather August 9 through
24. 1976.

Therefore, the Secretary has desig-
nated these areas as eligible for emer-
gency loans pursuant to the provisions
of the-Consolidated Farm and Rural De-
velopment Act, as amended by Pub. L.
94-68. and the provisions of 7 CFR 18323
(b) Including the recommendation of
Governor David Pryor that such desig-
.nation be made.

Applications for emergency loans must
be received by this Department no later
than December 30, 1976. for physical
losses and July 29, 1977, for production
losses, except that qualified borrowers
who receive initial loans pursuant to this
designation may be eligible for sub-
sequent loans. The urgency of the need
for loans in the designated areas makes
it impracticable and contrary to the pub-
lic interest to give advance notice of
proposed rulemaking and invite public
participation.

Done at Washington, DC, this 11th
day of Nov. 1976.

JOSEPH R. HA sO-,
Acting Administrator.

Farmers Home Administraton.

[FR Doc.76-34084 Piled 11-17-76;8:45 am!

[Designatlon Number A395]

MISSISSIPPI
Designation of Emergency Areas -

The Secretary of Agriculture has de-
termined that farming, ranching, or
aquaculture operations have been sub-
stantially affected in certain Mississippi
Counties as a result of various adverse

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL 41, NO. 224-THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 18, 1976



50848

weather conditions shown-in the follow-
ing chart:
Bolivar: Wet and Cool weather from May 18-

June 20, 1976. Drought July 4-September
2, 1976,

Calhoun: Cool weather May 1-June 30, 1976.
Drought July 1-August 31. 1976. -

Carroll: Cold wet weather April 10 to May
20, 1976. Drought July 15, to September 30,
1976.

Chickasaw: Cold weather April 15-June 15,
1976. Drought July 4-August 31, 1976.

Choctawv: Cold weather May 1-May 31, 1976.
Drought July 4-August 30, 1976.

Coahoma: Below Normal Temperatures May
1-June 5, 1976. Drought July 4-September
3, 1976.

Copiah: Drought July 4-September 5, 1976.
C6vington: Drought July 1-October 5, 1976.
Grenada: Drought July-September 19, 1976.
Humphreys: Cold weather April 22-May 30,

1976. Drought July 5-September 2, 1976.
Issaquena: Below normal temperatures and

excessive rainfall April 10-July 4, 1976.
Drought July 5-September 4.

Itawamba: Below normal temperatures April
10-June 18, 1976. Drought June 19-August
25, 1976.

Jefferson Davis: Drought August 10-October
4, 1976.

Lafayette: Cool weather May 1-June 6, 1976.
Hot dry weather August 5-31, 1976.

Lamar: Drought June 15-September 28, 1976.
Lawrence: Drought July 1-September 30,

1976.
Leake: Cold and wet May 10-June 26, 1976.

Drought July 4-Sept9mber 4, 1976.
Lee: Below normal temperatures May 1-30,
. 1976. Drought July 4-September 10, 1976.
Leflore: Below normal temperaturesApril 20-

June 30, 1976. Drought July 4-September 7,
1976.

Marshall: Frost May 4-19, 1976. Drought
June 20-August 25, 1976.

Neshoba: Excessive dold and rain March 1-
May 25. Drought June 15-September 30,
1976.

Panola: Drought July 6-September 15, 1976.
Cold dry weather May 1-May 25, 1976.

Perry: Drought July 7-September 24, 1976.
Quitman: Drought July 4-September 5, 1976.
Sharkey: Below normal temperatures and ex-

cessive rainfall April 10-July 4, 1976.
Drought July 5-September 4, 1976.

Simpson: Drought July 6-October8, 1976.
Sunflower: Cool wet weather April 12-May

28, 1976. Drought July 5-September 3, 1976.
Tallahatchie: Abnormally cool conditions

May 1-June 30, 1976. Drought July 4-Sep-
tember 4, 1976.

Tate: Excessive rainfall and extreme cold
weather with late frost April 15-May 10,
1976. Drought July 1-August 31, 1976.

Tlppah: Cold weather May 1-20, 1976;
Drought June 10-August 25, 1976.

Tunica: Cold spring April 10-May 20, 1976.
Drought July 4-September 30.

Washington: Excessive rainfall and abnormal
cool weather in the spring April 10-May 20,
1976. Drought July 4-September 3, 1976.

Webster: Drought July 4-August 31, 1976.
Winston: Wet cool weather April 10-May 20,

1976. Drought July 4-August 31, 1976.
Yalobusha: Frost May 20, 1976. Low tempera-

tures April 1-May 31, 1976. Drought August
1-September 30, 1976.

Yazoo: Drought July 4, 197e-September 4,
1976.

Therefbre, the Secretary has desig-
nated these areas as eligible for emer-
gency loans pursuant to the provisions of
the Consolidated Farm and Rural
Development Act, as amended by Pub. L.
94-68, and the provisions of '7 CPR
1832.3(b) including the recommendation

NOTICES

of Governor Cliff Finch that such desig-
nation be made.

Applications for emergency loans must
be received by-this Department no later
than December 21, 1976, for physical
losses and July 21, 1977, for production
losses, except that qualified borrowers
who receive initial loans pursuant to this
designation may -be eligible for subse-
quent loans. The urgency of the need for
loans in the designated areas makes It
impracticable and contrary to the public
interest to give advance notice of pro-
posed rulemaking and invite public
participation.

Done at Washington, DC, this 12th
day of November 1976.

FRANK B. ELLIOTT,
Administrator, Farmers

Home Administration.
[FR Doc.76-34085 Filed 11-17-76;8:45 am]

[Designation Number A3771
-MISSOURI

Designation of Emergency Areas
The Secretary of Agriculture has de-

termined that farming, ranching, or
aquaculture operations have been sub-
stantially affected in the following Mis-
souri Counties as a result of adverse
weather conditions described below:
Cedar: Freeze April 29 and May 3. 1976.
, Drought June 1 through August 31, 1976.
Douglas: Freeze April 26 and May 3, 1976.

Drought June 1 through August 31, 1976.
Dunklin: Drought June 1 througl August 31,

1976.,
Lewis: Drought June 1 through August 31,

1976. ,
Mercer: Drought June 1 through August 31,

,1976.
Mississippi: Heavy rainfall June 14 through

July 7, 1976. Drought July 20 through
September 15, 1976.

New Madrid: Frost May 3, 1976, Excessive
rainfall June 5 through July 14, 1976 and
Drought July 20 through September 5,
1976.

Periscot: Below normal temperatures May 1
through June 30, 1976. Frost May 8 and 10,
1976, Excessive rainfall May 15 through
July 15, 1976, Hail June 26 and June 28,
1976. Drought July 20, 1976 through Sep-
tember 15, 1976..

Oregon: Freeze April 25 and May 2, 1976.
Drought June 1 through August 31, 1976.

Ozark: Freeze April 26 and May 3,1976.
Drought June 1 through August 31, 1976.

Polk: Drought June 1 through August 31,
1976.

Scotland: Drought June 1 through August
31, 1976.

Scott: Excessive rainfall June 14, 1976,
Drought June 1 through August 31, 1976.

Sullivan: Freeze April 28, May 3, and Septem-
ber 9. 1976. Drought June 1 through Au-
gust 31, 1976.

Stoddard: Excessive rainfall and below nor-
mal temperatures April 15 through July 7,
1976. Drought July 15 through September
15, 1976.

Texas: Frost April 26 and May 3, 1976.
Drought June 1 through August 31, 1976.

Therefore, the Secretary has desig-
nated this area as eligible for emergency
loans pursuant to the provisions of the

Consolidated Farm and Rural Develop-
ment Act, as amended by Pub L, 94-68,
and the provisions of 7 CFR 1832.3(b)
Including the recommendation of Gover.
nor Christopher S. Bond that such desig-
nation be made.

Applications for emergency loans must
be received by this Department no later
than December 27, 1976, for physical
losses and June 9, 1977, for prodUction
losses, except that qualified borrowers
who receive Initial loans pursuant to this
designation may be eligible for subse-
quent loans. The urgency of the need for
loans In the designated area makes It
impracticable and contrary to the Pub-
lic interest to give advance notice of pro-

'posed rulemaking and invite public par-
ticipation.

Done at Washington, D.C., this 12th
day of November, 1976.

FRANK B. ELLIOTT,
Administrator,

Farmers Home Administration.
[FR Doc.76-34086 Filed 11-17-76;8:45 am]

Forest Service
ALLEGHENY NATIONAL FOREST
Availability of Draft Environmental

Statement
Pursuant to section 102(2) (C) of the

National Environmental Policy Act of
1969, the Forest Service, Department of
Agriculture has prepared a draft envi-
ronmental statement on the Timber
Management Plan for the Allegheny Na-
tional Forest, USDA-FS-Rg-DES-
(ADM)-77-03,

The environmental statement con-
cerns a proposed plan for managing the
timberf resources on the Allegheny Na-
tional Forest for the period 7/1/76
through 6/30/84. The Allegheny Na-
tional Forest is located in parts of War-
ren, Forest, Elk, and McKean Counties,
Pennsylvania.

This draft environmental statement
was transmitted to CEQ on November 12,
1976.

Copies are available for Inspection
during regular working hours at the fol-
lowing locations:
USDA, Forest Service, South Agriculture

Bldg., Room 3231, 12th St. & Independence
Ave., SW, Washington, D.C. 20250,

USDA, Forest Service, Eastern lglon, 633
West Wisconsin Avenue, Milwaukee, Wis-
consin 53203.

USDA, Forest Service, Allegheny National
Forest, Spiridon Bldg., BoX-847, Warren,
Pennsylvania 54652.

A limited number of single copies are
available upon request to Forest Super-
visor, Allegheny National Forest,
Spiridon Building, Box 847, Warren,
Pennsylvania 16365.

Copies of the environmental statement
have been sent to various Federal, State,
and local agencies as outlined in the CEQ
Guidelines.

Written comments are invited from
the public and from State and local
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agencies which are authorized to develop
and enforce environmental standards,
and from Federal agencies having juris-
diction by law or special expertise with
respect to any environmental impact in-
yolved for which comments have not
been requested specifically.

Written comments concerning the
proposed action and requests for addi-
tional information should be addressed
to Forest Supervisor, Allegheny National
Forest, Spiridon Building. Box 847.
Warren, Pennsylvania 16365. Written
comments must be received by January
11, 1977, in order to be considered in the
preparation qf the final environmental

- 'statement.
JAMES H. Fm=L,ix
Director, Programing
and Land Use Planning.

NOVEAMER -12, 1976.
[FR Doc.76-34088 Filed 11-17-76;8:45 aml

TAOS-PENASCO QUESTA DIVISION
GRAZING ADVISORY BOARD

Meeting
A Special 'Meeting of the Taos-

Penasco-Questa Division Grazing Ad-
visory Board will be held at 1:00 p.m.,
Saturday, December 11, 1976, in the
Supervisor's Ofice conference room,
Taos, New Mexico.

The purpose of the meeting is as'
follows:
1. Trespass- situation on the Luna-Chacon

Allotment.
2. Advisory Board Organization on the Car-

son National Forest.
3. Evaluation of Association Bylaws.

The meeting will be open to the public.
Persons who wish to-attend should notify
W_ R. Snyder, Forest Supervisor, Carson
National Forest, P.O; Box 558. Taos, New
Mexico, phone (505) 758-2237. Written
statements may be filed with the com-
mitfee before or after the meeting.

W. R. SNYDER.
Forest Supervisor.

NovEbMER 8, 1976.
[F= Doc.76-34089 Fled 11-17-76;8:45 aml

TIERRA AMARILLA GRAZING ADVISORY
BOARD
Meeting

A Special Meeting of the Tierra Ama-
rilia Grazing Advisory Board will be held
at 1:00 p.m., Friday, December 10. 1976,
at the Ghost Ranch near Canjilon.

The purpose of the meeting is as fol-
lows:
1. Advisory Board Organization.
2. Evaluation of Association Bylaws.
3. Off-Road Vehicles status on the Carsom
4. Miscuss items requiring follow up from

pastk Advisory Board meeting.
The meeting will be open to the pub-

'lie. Persons who wish to attend shoild
notify W. R. Snyder, Forest Supervisor,
Carson National Forest, P.O. Box 558,
Taos, New Mexico, phone (505) 758-2237.

Written statements may be filed with the
committee before or after the meeting.

W. R. SNYaR.
Forest Supervisor.

Nov-. aER 8,1976.

[FR Doc.76-34090 Piled 11-17-76;8:45 am)

CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD
[Docket 297401

BELIZE AIRWAYS LIMITED
Prehearing Conference

Notice is hereby given that a prehear-
ing conference in this proceeding is as-
signed to be held on December 20. 19%.,
at 9:30 a.m. (local time) In Room 1003.
Hearing Room B. North Universal Build-
ing, 1875 Connecticut Avenue. NW.
Washington, D.C.. before Administrative
Law Judge Arthur S. Present.

Dated at Washington, D.C., Novem-
.ber 11, 1976.

Ross L NEsMZx .
Chief Administrative Law Judge.

S[PR Doc.76-34059 Filed 11-17-76:8:45 am I

IDocket No. 29445; Order 
1 7-10-61]

LAS VEGAS-DALLAS/FORT WORTH
NONSTOP SERVICE INVESTIGATION

Correction
Adopted by the Civil Aeronautics

Board at its office in Washington, D.C.
on the 15th day of October, 1976.

'The docket number for the application
of Hughes Airwest in ordering paragraph
3 should read Docket 29555 instead of
Docket 29554. -
-By the Civil Aeronautics Board.

Dated: November 12,1976.
PHYLLIS T. KAYLon.

Secretary.
S[FRI Doc.76-34063 Filed 11-17-760:8:45 am]

-" [Dockets 25546 and 282661

MACKEY INTERNATIONAL, INC.
Prehearing Conference

Notice is hereby given that a prehear-
ing conference in this proceeding is as-
signed to be held-on January 5, 1977, at
a9:30 am. (local time), in Room 1003,
Hearing Room B. North Universal Build-
ing, 1875 Connecticut Avenue. Washing-
ton, D.C., before Administrative Law.
Judge Burton S. Kolko.

In order to facilitate the conduct of the
,conference, parties are instructed to sub-
mit one copy to each party and six copies
to the Judge of (1) proposed statements
of issues; (2) proposed stipulations; (3)
proposed requests for information and
for evidence; (4) statements of positions;
and (5) proposed procedural dates. The
Bureau of Operating Rights will circulate
its material on or before December 15.

_Publshed at 41 FR (46368) October 20,
1976.
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1976. and the other parties on or before
December 29, 1976. The submissions of
the other parties shall be limited to
points on which they differ with the
Bureau. and shall follow the numbering
and lettering used by the Bureau to fa-
cilitate cross-referencing.

Dated at Washington,. -D.C., Novem-
ber 11, 1976.

Ross L NMw-MANZr
Chief Administrative Law Judge.

[FR Dcc.76-34062 Filed 11-17-76;8:45 aml

[Docket 275571
TRANSATLANTIC FAK CONTAINER AND

CHARTER FREIGHT RATES INVESTIGA-
TION
Notice is hereby given that a prehear-

LUg conference in the above-entitled mat-
ter is assigned to be held on January 6,
1977. at 9:30 am. (lozal time), in Room
1003. Hearing Room D, Universal North
Building, 1875 Connecticut Avenue, NW.,
Washington, D.C., before Administrative
Law Judge Thomas P. Sheehan.

In order to facilitate the conduct of
the conference, parties are instructed to
submit one copy to each party and six
copies to the Judge of (1) proposed state-
ments of issues; (2) proposed stipula-
tions; (3) requests for information; (4)
statements of positions of parties; and
(5) proposed procedural dates. The
Bureau of Economics will circulate its
material on or before December 7, 1976;
and the other parties on or before-De-
cember 13. 1976. The submissions of the
other parties shall be limited to points on
which they differ with the Bureau of Eco-
nomcs, and shall follow the numbering
and lettering used by the Bureau to facil-
itate cross-referencing.

Dated at Washington, D.C., Novem-
ber 11, 1976.

Ross I. NEwrNN,
Chief Administrative Law Judge.

IPR Doc.7T-34061 Filed 11-17-76;8:45 am]

[IDocket 248471
TRANSAVIA HOLLAND, N.V.

Prehearing Conference and Hearing
Notice Is hereby given that a prehear-

Ing conference inthe above-entitled mat-
ter is assigned to be held on January 13,
1977. at 9:30 a.m. (local time) in Room
1003 C. North Universal Building, 1875
Connecticut Avenue, NW, Washington,
D.C., before Administrative Law Judge
Ralph L. Wiser.

Notice is also given that the hearing
may be held immediately following con-
cluson of the prehearing conference
unless a person objects or shows reason
for postponement on or before Janu-
ary 4, 1977.

Ordinary transcript will be adequate
for the proper conduct of this proceed-
Ing.

Dated at Washington, D.C., Novem-
ber 11, 1976.

Ross L NEWMANN,
Chief Administrative Law Judge.

[FR Doc.7G-34060 Filed 11-17-76;8:45 am]

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL 41, NO. 224-THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 18, 1976



50850

[Docket 281781

SILVAS AIR LINES
Prehearing Conference

Notice is hereby given that a prehear-
ing conference in the above-entitled
matter is assigned to be held on Janu-
ary 12, 1977, at 9:30 a.m. (local time), in
Room 1003, Hearing Room C: Universal
North Building, 1875 Connecticut- Ave-
nue, NW., Washington, D.C., before Ad-
ministrative Law Judge Thomas P.
Sheehan.

In order to facilitate the conduct of
the conference, parties are instructed to
submit one copy to each party and six
copies to the Judge of (1) proposed
statements *of issues; (2) prbposed
stipulations; (3) requests for informa-
tion; (4) statements of positions of
parties; and (5) proposed procedural
dates. The Bureau of Operating Rights
will circulate its material on or 'before
December 21, 1976, and the other parties
on or before January 5, 1977. The sub-
missions of the other parties shall be
limited to points on which they differ
with the Bureau of Operating Rights,
and shall follow the numbering and
lettering used by the Bureau of facilitate
cross-referencing.

Dated at Washington, D.C., Novem-
ber 11, 1976.

Ross I. NEw wAxN,
Chief Administrative Law Judge.

iFiS' Doc.76-34058 Filed 11-17-76.8:45 am]

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
Domestic and International Business

Administration
RESEARCH FOUNDATION FOR MENTAL

HEALTH, ET AL.
Applicatiops for Duty-Free Entry of

Scientific Articles
The following are notices of the re-

ceipt of applications for duty-free entry
of scientific articles pursuant to section
6(c) of the Educational, Scientific, and
Cultural Materials 'Importation Act of
1966 (Pub. L. 89-651; 80 Stat. 897). In-
terested persons may present their views
with respect to the question of whether
an Instrument or apparatus of equivalent
scientific value for the purposes for
which the article is intended to be used
is being manufactured in the United
States. Such comments must be filed in
triplicate with the Director, Special Im-
port Programs Division, Office of Import
Programs, Washington, D.C. 20230, on or
before December 13, 1976.

Amended .regulations issued under
cited Act, (15 CFR 301) prescribe the re-,
quirements applicable to comments.

A copy of each application is on file,
and may be examined during ordinary
Commerce Department business hours at
the Special Import Programs Division,
Department of Commerce, Washington,
D.C. 20230.

Docket Number: 77-00020. Applicant:
Research Foundation for Mental Hy-
giene, 722 W. 168th St., New York, N.Y.
10032. Article: Forceps, ultraflne. Manu-
facturer: Moria-Dugast, France. In-

NOTICES

tended use of article: The, article is in-
tended to be used for dissection of the
nervous system of snails used In research
and teaching related to medical problems
(function of thb nervous system). In ad-
dition, the article is to be used by medical
students in relation to their general
training and neuroscience course. Appli-
cation received by Commissioner of Cus-
toms: October 26, 1976.

Docket Number: 77-00021. Applicant:
Medical University of South Carolina,
Department of Pharmacology, 80 Barre
Street, Charleston, South Carolina 29401.
Article: Batch Microcalorimeter, Model
2107-010 and Accessories. Manufacturer:
LKB Produkter AB, Sweden. Intended
use of article: The article is intended to
be used to measure heat changes as-
sociated with sodium and potassium
binding to Na,K*ATPase at varying
concentrations of the cations. The
change in enthalpy for the binding reac-
tions will- be determined from the heat
changes. The change in the Gibb's free
energy of the reactions will be calculated
from the equilibrium constant (i.e.,
derived from equilibrium binding data)
by the relationship, AG°=-RT lnKq.
The change in the entropy of the reac-
tion will be calculated by the relation-
ship, AG*=AH-T%S °  where AG=
Gibb's free energy change, aH*=the
enthalpy change and AS 0=the entropy
change. Thus, use of the article in com-
bination with equilibrium binding studies
will allow the thermodynamic charac-
terization of sodium and potassium in-
teraction with the Na ,K -ATPase. The
effect of other ligands, particularly ATP
and the magnesium-ATP complex, on
these parameters will be examined. Such

,studies will provide new insight into how
high-affinity sites- for these cations (or
alternatively how the bound cations are
transferred from high-affinity to low-
affinity sites) during the transport proc-
ess. Predoctoral and postdoctoral
trainees will be exposed to the ap-
paratus in their research training to
demonstrate how the heats of reaction
can be measured. Application received by
Commissioner of Customs: October 26,
1976.

Docket Number: 77-00022. Applicant:
University of Illinois-Urbana-Cham-
paign Campus, Purchasing Division, 223
Administration Building, Urbana, Ill.
61801. Article: Windowless Helium Res-
onance Lamp with Gas-Manifold. Manu-
facturer: University of Linkoping, Swe-
den. Intended use of article: The article
is intended to be used for angularly re-
solved photo-emission experiments on
layer crystals such as TiS, TISe2. Studies
will be carried out on band structure and
charge density wave phenomena. Work
is being done by Ph.D. candidate as part
of- thesis research and physics course,
Physics 497. Application received by
commissioner of customs: October 27,
1976.

Docket Number: 77-00023. Applicant:
University of Nebraska-Lincoln, Lincoln,
Nebraska 68588. Article: THR-1500 1.5
Meter Double Pass Czerny-Turner
Monochromator. Manufacturer: Jobin-
Yvon, France. Intended use of article:

The article Is Intended to be used in the
development of a stress modulation
spectroscopy specifically adapted for the
study of molecular crystals, Several
problems will be surveyed to demonstrate
the capabilities of the method. These will
involve experiments to determine the
critical points in the Joint densities of
states for the first singlet systems of
napthalene, anthracene and tetracene,
Dye crystals having very strong coupling
will be studied with the goal of locating
the critical points In the metallically re-
flecting region. Plezomodulated lumi-
nescence studies will be made to deter-
mine the effect of strain upon the migra-
tion and lifetime of triplet excitons, in
order to prove the nature of lattice re-
laxation processess. The effect of strain
on the fluorescence polarization ratio
will be determined for both piezoemisslon
and piezoaction spectra. To ascertain
the effect of stress upon S, and S, the
plezoemission and Kramers-Kronig
transformed piezorefiection spectra will
be obtained and compared, Study on the
interaction of strain with surface excl-
ton states will be initiated. The emission
studies also will be used to determine the
effect of strain on defect emission and
excimer emission. Known plezoehromic
and triboluminescent systems will be
studied In an effort to locate the micro-
scopic origin of these effects and to ob-
tain more quantitative data. Application
of uniaxial modulated stress to a cubic
inorganic crystal in order to make as-
signment of electronic states by breaking
degeneracies will also be undertaken,
The dependence of the spectra of hy-
drogen-bonded crystals upon stress
modulation will also be studied. Applica-
tion received by commission of oustons:
October 27, 1976.

Docket Number: 77-00024, Applicant:
The University of Texas Medical Branch,
Department of Pathology, Galveston,
Texas 77550. Article: Electron Micro-
scope, Model EM400 with High Magnifi-
cation Coniometer Stage and Accessories.
Manufacturer: Philips Electronics In.
struments NVD, The Netherlands. In-
tended use of article: The article is In-
tended to be used for the study of biologi-
cal materials including liver, gastroin-
testinal' epithelium, heart, lung, and
blood vessels of man and animal. Exporl-
ments to be conducted nvlove changes
in the ultrastructure and composition of
cells and tissues following exposure to
chemicals and bacteria which injure cel-
lular constituents. Many will involve
morphologlc characterization of changes
in confirmation of membranes which
constitute the cell surface, and Its eyto-
plasmic membraneous constituents such
as endoplasmic reticulum. The objectives
of the research to be conducted are to
determine the effects of toxic chemicals
and environmental agents on compo-
nents of cells and to determine the rela-
tionships between altered structures and
its altered chemical composition. Medi-
cal students, graduate students and post-
doctoral fellows who elect courses of
study In Pathology research and who
need the use of this Instrument arid the
types of information It generates will be
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instructed in its use and the interpreta-
tion of the data it generates. Application
received by- Commissioner of Customs:
October 29, 1976.
-Docket Number: 77-00025. Applicant:
University, of'South Florida, College of
Medicine, Dept. of Medical Microbiology,
Box 10, 12901 N. 30th St.. Tampa, FL
33612. -Article: Tachophor, Model LKB
2127-001 and Accessories. Manufacturer:
L Produkter AB, Sweden. Intended
use of article: The article is intended to
be used for studies of biological mole-
cules which include -proteins, peptides,
and metabolites from animal tissue. The
investigations to be conducted will in-
volve studies on in vitro and/or in vivo
reactions'between molecules following

- increase, decrease or absence of one 'or
all of the reacting molecules. The objec-
tive pursued in the course of these inves-
tigations is to understand the interrela-
tionship between the biological molecules
and to correlate these changes with
chemical alterations seen in human dis-
eases. Application received by Comnmis-
sioner of Customs: October 29. 1976.
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro-
gram No. 11.105. Importation of Duty-Free
Educational and- Scientific Materials.)

RICHM M. SEPPA.
Director,

Special Import Program Division..
[FR Doc.76-3 4042 Filed 11-17-76;8:45 ami

UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA
Decision on Application for Duty-Free

Entry of Scientific Article
The following is a decision on an appli-

cation for duty-free entry of a scientific
article pursuant to section 6(c) of the
Educational, Scientific, and Cultural Ma-
terials Importation Act of 1966 (Pub. L.
89-651, 80 Stat. 897) and the regulations
issued thereunder as amended (15 CFR
Part 301).

A copy of the record pertaining to this
decision is available for public review
during ordinary business hours of the
Department of Commerce, at the Office
of Import Programs, Department of
Commerce, Washington, D.C. 20230.

Docket Number 76-00467. Applicant:
University of California-Lawrence Liv-
ermore Laboratory, P.O. Box 808; Liver-
more, CA 94550. Article: Two (2) each,
High Voltage Power Supply 400 kV/3bOO
mA Ion Source Terminal, Isolating
Transformer 400 kV/75 kVA and one (1)
Spare Parts. Manufacturer: Emile
Haefely and Company, Ltd., Switzerland.
Intended use of article: The article is in-
tended to be used for investigation of
14 MeV neutron damage processes in ma-
terials to be used in controlled thermo-
nuclear reactors. The materials t be in-
vestigated are construction types.

Comments: No comments have been
received with respect to this application.
Decision: Application. approved. No in-
strument or apparatus of equivalent
scientific .value to the foreign article, for

NOTICES

such purposes as this article is intended
to be used. is being manufactured in the
United States. Reasons: The foreign
article provides high voltage power sup-
plies (400 kilovolts (kV) /300 mIlliam-
peres) and ion source terminals with 400
kV isolation from corona which -can
withstand 10 ton internal loading and be
powered by two 400-kV, 75 kilowatt trans-
formers. The National Bureau of Stand-
ards (NBS) advises in its memorandum
dated October 20, 1976. that the specifi-
cations of the article described above are
pertinent to the applicant's intended use.
NBS also advises that It knows of no
domestic instrument of equivalent scien-
tific value to the foreign article for the
applicant's intended use.
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro-
gram No. 11.105. Importation of Duty-Free
Educational and Scientific Materlals.)

RICHARD M. SEPPA.
Director,

Special Import Programs Division.
[FR Doc.76-33987 Filed 11-17-76:8:45 amI

UNIVERSITY OF CHICAGO
Decision on Application for Duty-Free Entry

of Scientific Article
The following is a decision on an ap-

plication for duty-free entry of a scien-
tific article pursuant to section 6(c) of
the Educational, Scientific, and Cultural
Materials Importation Act of 1966 (Pub.
L. 89-651. 80 Stat. 897) and the regula-
tions issued thereunder as amended (15
CFR Part 301).

A copy of the record pertaining to this
decision is available for public review
'during ordinary business hours of the
Department of Commerce, at the Office
of Import Programs, Department of
Commerce, Washington, D.C. 20230.

.Docket Number: 76-00472. Applicant:
University of Chicago. Department of
Chemistry, 5735 South Ellis Avenue, Chi-
cago, Illinois 60637. Article: Extended In-
teraction Oscillator and Power Supply.
Manufacturer: Varan Associates of Can-
ada Ltd., Canada. Intended use of ar-
ticle: The article is intended to be used
for studies of rare earth ions in Inor-
ganic and organic crystalline materials
(e.g., lanthanum trichloride and lantha-
num nicotinate crystals). Electronic
states, hyperflne interactions, and struc-
tures of the environments of these Ions
will be investigated. Reserve Endor (elec-
tron nuclear double resonance) experi-
ments will also be conducted. The article
will also be used in research work of
graduate students of candidates for the
degree of Ph.D. in the Department of
Chemistry. The educational objective of
this research is the training and produc-
tion of original investigators in the basic
fields of chemistry and chemical physics.

Comments: No comments have been
received with respect to this application.
Decisionr Application approved. No in-
strument or appartus of equivalent scien-
tific value to the foreign article, for'such
purposes as this article is intended to be
used,' is being manufactured in the
United States. Reasons: The foreign ar-
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ticle provides a high power source (50
watts) required to generate microwave
radiation in the 35 gigahertz range. The
National Bureau of Standards (NBS ad-
vises in its memorandum dated October
20. 1976 that (1) the specification de-
scribed above is pertinent to the appli-
cant's intended use and (2) it knows of
no domestic Instrument of equivalent
scientific value to the foreign article for
the applicant's intended use.
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance
Program No. 11.105. Importation of Duty-Free
Educational and Scientific Materials.)

RCHAR M. SEPPA.
Director,

Special Import Programs Division.
[r-DOc.76-3986 Filed 11-17-76;8:45 aml

UNIVERSITY OF WASHINGTON
Decision on Application for Duty-Free Entry

of Scientific Article
The following is a decision on an ap-

plication for duty-free entry of a scien-
tific article pursuant to section 6(c) of
the Educational, Scientific, and Cultural
Materials Importation Act of 1966 (Pub.
L. 89-651. 80 Stat.-897) and the regula-
tions issued thereunder as amended (15
CFR Part 301).

A copy of the record pertaining to this
decision is available for public review
during ordinhry business hours of the
Department of Commerce, at the Office
of Import Programs, Department of
Commerce, Washington, D.C. 20230.

Docket Number: 76-00466. Applicant:
University of Washington, Department
of Oceanography, Seattle. Washington
98195. Article: Two (2) Automatic
Weather Stations and Accessories.
Manufacturer: Ivar Aanderaa, Norway.
Intended use of article: The articles will
be used in conjunction with recording
current meters to obtain in situ wind
measurement together with current
measurements to enable development of
predictive models.

Comments: No comments lave been
received with respect to this application.
Decision: Application approved. No in-
strument or apparatus of equivalent
scientific value to the foreign article, for
such purposes as this article is intended
to be used. is being manufactured in the
United States. Reasons: The foreign
article provde s a long recording life with
a high sample rate (36 days with a 10
minute sample interval). The National
Bureau of Standards (NBS) advises in
Its memorandum dated October 18, 1976
that (1) the specification of the article
described above is pertinent to the appli-
cant's intended purposes and (2) it
knows of no domestic instrument of
equivalent scientific value to the foreign
article for the applicant's intended use.
(Catalo;g of Federal Domestic Assistance Pro-
gram No. 11.105, Importation of Duty-Free
Educational and SclentifdMateriaLs.)

RicHnD L SEPPA,
Director,

Special Import Programs Division.

[FR D=c.76-33983 Fled 11-17-76:8:45 am]
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Office of the Secretary
WATCHES AND WATCH MOVEMENTS

Proposed. Rules for Allocation of Quotas
for Calendar Year 1977 Among Pro-
ducers Located In the Virgin Islands,
Guam and American Samoa
Pursuant to the authority granted the

Secretaries by Pub. L. 89-805 the Depart-
ments of Commerce and the Interior are
considering rules which will govern the
allocation of duty-free quotas of watches
and watch movements among producers
in the Virgin Islands, -Guam and Ameri-
can Samoa for calendar year 1977.

Interested parties may participate in
the proposed rule making by sulmitting
such written data, views or arguments as
they may desire regarding the proposed
rules set out below. All communications
should be submitted on or before De-
cember 8, 1976, and addressed to:
Office of Import Programs, Domestic and In-

ternational Business Administration, U.S.
Department of Commerce, Washington,
D.C. 20230. Attention: Special Import Pro-
grams Division, Room 6895.

Such communications must include the
name, address and telephone number of
the party submitting the brief, and, if ap-
plicable, the name, address, telephone
number and official position of the per-
son submitting the brief on behalf of
the interested party.

The Departments propose to revise, in
Section 1, the formula used heretofore to
calculate initial quota allocations. It is
expected that the proposed formula, 70
percent of the units shipped in the first
eight months, would result in slightly
larger initial quotas than result from
the existing formula, 50 percent of the
units shipped in the first ten months. As
a percentage of total shipments over total
allocations for the period 1967-75, the
proposed new formula yields a factor of
.34 while the existing formula yields a
factor of .33. The Departments believe
this change will have some beneficial re-
sults In production planning of the quota
recipients and will offer administrative
advantages for the Departments.

In Section 2 it is proposed to reduce
the proportion of each producer's initial
quota allocation which must be entered
Into the U.S. customs territory on or be-
fore April 1 from 30 percent to 25 percent.
The purpose of this proposed change is
partially to offset the anticipated small
increment in the size of initial quotas re-
sulting from the proposed change in the
initial quota formula, and partially to es-
tablish a more useful standard for meas-
uring inadequate levels of quota utili-
zation.

The Departments note that on the
basis of Headnote 3 (a) watch movement
shipments to date and of reports on cur-
rent levels of assembly activity the
calendar year 1976 Guam quota will not
be effectively utilized, raising the De-
partments' concern that the Guam quota
might also be.underutlized in 1977. It is
considered necessary, therefore, to make
provision for inviting applications from
prospective new firms in Guam in an
expeditious manner (see Section 8).

NOTICES

Section 9 permits adjustments in the
quota allocations for the new firm
selected in 1976 in Guam, in view of the
fact that the firm will not have a full
year of production upon which to base
its 1977 allocation.

SECTIoN 1. Upon effective date of these
rules, or as soon thereafter as practicable,
each producer located in the ,Virgin

Islands, Guam and American Samoa
which received a duty-free watch quota
allocation for calendar year 1976 and
complied with all applicable rules, will

.receive an initial quota allocation for
calendar year 1977 equal to 70 percent
of the number of watch units assembled
by such producer in the particular ter-
ritory and entered duty-free into the cus-
toms territory of the United States dur-
ing the first eight months of calendar
year 1976. (See Section 9 for new en-
trant in Guam.)

SEc. 2. Each producer to which an
initial quota has been allocated pursuant
to Section 1 hereof must, on or before
April 1, 1977, have assembled and entered
duty-free into the customs territory" of
the Unilfd States at least 25 percent of
its initial quota allocation. Any producer
failing to enter duty-free into the cus-
toms territory of the United States on
or before April 1, 1977, a number of
watch units assembled by it in a par-
ticular territory equal, to, or greater than,
25 percent of the number of units initially
allocated to such producer for duty-free
entry from that territory will, upon re-
ceipt of a show cause order from the
Departments, be given an opportunity,
within 30 days from such receipt, to show
cause why the duty-free quota which
it would otherwise be entitled to receive
should not be cancelled or reduced by the
Departments. Such a show cause order
may also be issued whenever there is
reason to believe that shipments through
December '31, 1977, by any produce]
under the quota allocated to it for calen-
dar year 1977 will be less than 90 percent
of the number of units allocated to it.
Upon failure of any such producer to
show good cause, deemed satisfactory by
the Departments, why the remaining,
unused portion of the quota to which it
would otherwise be entitled should not be
cancelled or reduced, said remaining, un-
used portion of its quota shall be either
cancelled or reduced, whichever is appro-
priate under the show cause order. The
Departments may also issue a show cause
order to any producer which, for a period
of two or, more consecutive calendar
years, has failed through its Headnote
3(a) watch assembly operation to make
a meaningful contribution 'to the econ-
omy of the territory and to the continued
development of the duty-free watch as-
sembly industry in the territory, when
compared with the performance of the
territorial duty-free watch assembly in-
dustry as a whole.

Among the factors the Departments
may consider in taking this action are
the producer's utilization of quota,
amount of direct labor involved in the
assembly of watches and watch move-
ments shipped duty-free into the cus-
toms territory of the United States, and

the net amount of corporate income taxe
paid to the government of the territory,
Upon failure of the producer to show
cause, deemed satisfactory by the De-
partments, why such action should not
be taken, the firm's quota shall be can-
celled and the eligibility of the firm for
further allocations terminated. In the
event of any quota cancellation or reduc-
tion under this section, or in the event a
firm voluntarily relinquishes a part of
Its quota, the Departments will reallocate
the quota involved, in a manner best
suited to contribute to the economy of
the territories, among the remaining
producers: Provided however, That If in
the judgment of the Departments it Is
appropriate, applications from new firms
may, in lieu of such reallocation, be In-
vited for any part or all of any unused
portions of quotas remaining unallocated
as a result of cancellation or reduction
hereunder or any quota voluntarily re-
linquislied., Every producer to which a
quota is granted is required to file.a re-
port (Form DIB-321P) on April 15, July
15 and October 15, of each year covering
the periods January 1 to March 31, April 1
to June 30 and July 1 to September 30
respectively supplying all informnatlon
specified on the report form, copies of
which will be forwarded to each producer
at its territorial address of record at least
15 days prior to the required reporting
date. Copies of Form DIB-321P may also
be obtained from the Special Import
Programs Division, Office of Import Pro-
grams, U.S. Department of Commerce,
Washington, D.C. 20230. Each producer
to which a quota is granted will also
report on Form DIB-321P any change
in ownership and control which has
occurred subsequent to the filing of an
application for a watch quota on Form
DM-334P (see Section 10, below).

SEc. 3. Application forms will be
mailed to recipients of initial quota al-
locations as soon as practicable and must
be filed with the Departments on or be-
fore- January 31, 1977. All data required
must be supplied as a condition for an-
nual allocations and are subject to veri-
fication by the Departments. In order to
accomplish this verification it will be
necessary for representatives of the De-
partments to meet with appropriate of-
ficials of quota recipients in the insular
possessions in order to have access to
company records. Representatives of the
Departments plan to perform this veri-
fication beginning on or about Febru-
ary 15, 1977, in Guam and American
Samoa and beginning on or about March
1, 1977, in the Virgin Islands, and will
contact each producer locally regarding
the verification of its data,

SEc. 4. (Virgin Islands only). The an-
nual quotas for calendar year 1977 for
the Virgin Islands will be allocated as
soon as practicable after April 1, 1977,
on the bagis of (1) the number of units
assembled by each producer In the ter-
ritory and entered by it duty-free Into
the customs territory of the United
States during calendar year 1970, (2) the
dollar amount of wages, up to a inxi-
mum of $13,200 per person, paid by such
producer in the territory during calen-
dar year 1976 to persons residing in the
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territory whose pay was attributable to
its Headnote 3(a) .watch- assembly op-
peration, and (3) the total-dollar amount
of income taxes paid by'such producer in
the territory during calendar year 1976
attributable to its Headndte 3(a) watch
assembly operations, excluding penalty
payments and less any income tax re-
funds and subsidies paid to such. pro-
ducer during calendar year 1976.,In mak-
ing allocations under this formula, a
weight of 35 percent will be assigned to
Headnote 3(a) production and shipment
history. a weight of 50 percent will be
assigned to wages paid as specified above,
and a weight of 15 percent will be as-
signed to the total dollar amount of in-
come taxes paid during calendar yeaL'
1976 and.attributable to Headnote 3(a)
watch assembly operations, with the ex-
clusions and deductions specified above.-

SEC. 5: (Guam only) The annual
quotas for calendar year 1977 for Guam
will be allocated as soon as practicabla
after April 1. 1977 on the basis of the
number of units assembled by each pro-
ducer in the territory and entered by it
duty-free into the customs territory of
the United States during-calendar year
1976, and the dollar amount of wages, up
to a maximum of $13,200 per person, paid
by such producer in the territory during

'calendar year 1976 to persons residing in
the territory whose pay was attributable
to its Headnote 3(a) watch assembly op-
eration. In making allocations under this
formula, 40 percent will be assigned to
production and shipment history and
60 percent to wages as specified above.

SEC. 6. (American Samoa only) The
annual quota for calendar year 1977 will
be alldocated to the producer in the ter-
ritory as soon as practicable after April.
1. 1977. Policies relative to the allocation
of quota in American Samoa are set forth
in the Departments' notice of June 9,
1967 (32 FR 8316 et seq.).

,SEc. 7. (Virgin Islands and Guam) For
purposes of allocating watch quotas for
calendar year 1977 under Sections 4 and
5 above, any watches or watch move-
m:nts shipped from the Virgin Islands or
Guam during calendar year 1976 for

-duty-free entry into the customs territory
of the United States against a producer's
1976 watch quota, and which were lost
prior to entry into customs territory of
the United States, shall nevertheless be
considered as having been entered into
the customs territory for purposes of
quota fulfillment: Provided, that the De-
partments have been satisfied that ship-
ment was in fact made but lost prior to
entry into the customs territory.

SEC. 8. (Guam only) In view of the-low
level of utilization of quota during cal-
endar year 1976, the Departfients hereby
set aside 150,000 units of the calendar
year 1977 Guam quota for possible al-
location to new firms. New firms may ap-
Ply for the set-aside portion of the
Guam quota on or before March 1, 1977,
or such later date as may be established
by the Departments through publication
of a notice in the-FEDERAL-REGISTER. Ap-

plicants must complete, applicable sec-
tions on Form DIB-334P, copies of which
may be obtained from the address shown
in Section 2 above, and must provide in-
formation regarding their experience in
watch movement assembly and distribu-
tion; anticipated employment of local
workers and proposed wage rates: watch
movement assembly operations to be per-
formed and types of movements to be
assembled In the territory; estimated di-
rect labor costs; anticipated capital in-
vestment in the territory; proposed
source of financing; and plans for mar-
keting movements assembled in the ter-
ritory. (By "new firm" is meant an en-
tity whibh has not heretofore been al-
located a quota under Public Law 89-805
and which is completely separate from
and unassociated with any present pro-
ducer in terms of ownership and con-
trol.) Based on the Departments' eval-
uation of the information submitted by
applicants, the Departments may allo-
cate a part or all of the set-aside portion
6f the calendar year 1977 Guam quota
among those applicants whose proposals,
In the judgment of the Departments, of-
fer the likelihood of the greatest contri-
bution to the economy of the territory,
and in such a manner as, in the judg-
ment of the Departments, will best serve
the interests of the territory. Any part
or all of the set aside quotas not allo-
cated under this provision may be real-
located among the 1977 Guam quota
recilients in a manner best suited to
contribute to the economy of the
territory.

SEC. 9. (Guam only) In the determina-
tion of calendar year '1977 initial and
annual watch quotas for the new entrant
in Guam to which a quota allocation
was made pursuant to Section 8 of the
Rules for Allocation of Watch Quotas
for Calendar Year 1976 (40 FR 59767
et seq.), and which will not have a full
year's operation as a basis for compu-
tation of a quota for calendar year 1977,
the Departments shall take into account
these circumstances and make appropri-
ate adjustments.

SEc. 10. The rules restricting transfers
of duty-free quotas issued on January 29,
1968 and published in the FEDERAL REG-
isrER on January 31, 1968 (33 FR 2399).
are hereby incorporated by reference as
applicable to transfers of quotas issued
during calendar year 1977 except that
detailed reporting of ownership and con-
trol will be reported on an annual basis
on Form DIB-334P at the time the pro-
ducer applies for an annual duty-free
watch quota for calendar year 1977. Sub-
sequent changes in ownership and con-
trol will be reported on April 15. July 15.
and October 15. 1977, on Form DIB-321P
required in Section 2 above.

Any interested party has the right to
petition for the amendment or repeal of
the foregoing rules and may seek relief
from the application of any of their pro-
visions upon a showing of good cause un-
der the procedures relating to reviews by

the Secretaries of Commerce and the
Interior (15 CFRlPart 13).

Dated: November 15, 1976.
DO:ALD E. Jounsos',

Deputy Assistant Secretary for
Domestic and International
Business, Department of
Commerce.

Ez==r M_ RicE,
Acting Director. Offlce of Ter-

ritorial Affairs, Department of
the Interior.

IF2 Doc5.6-3404 Filed 11-17-76;8:45 amj

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE
Department of the Air Force

AD HOC COMMITTEE ON ADVANCED WXM
TECHNOLOGY OF THE USAF SCIEN-
TIFIC ADVISORY BOARD

Meeting
NowvraR 3, 1976.

The USAF Scientific Advisory Board
Ad Hoc Committee on Advanced ICBM
Technology will hold a meeting on De-
cember 14 and 15. 1976, in the Pentagon
from 8:30 am. to 5:00 pm. both days.

The Committee will receive classified
briefings and conduct classified discus-
sons concerning an in-depth review of
the technical aspects of the advanced
ICBZ% program.

The meeting concerns matters listed in
section 552(b) of Title 5, United States
Code, specifically subparagraph (1)
thereof, and accordingly, will bi closed
to the public.

For further information contact the
Scientific Advisory Board Secretariat at
(202) 697-8845.

FRN='r S. ESTEP,
Air Force Federal Register Lii-

son Officer, Directorate of
Administration.

JFE D76 . 4095 Fled 11-17-76.8:45 aml

MUNITIONS-ARMAMENT PANEL OF THE
USAF SCIENTIFIC ADVISORY BOARD

Meeting
Nomm=zn 3, 1976.

The USAF Scientific Advisory Board
Munitions-Armament Panel will hold a
meeting on. December 16 and 17, 1976,
in the Pentagon from 8:30 am. to 5:00
pmL both days.

The Panel will receive classified brief-
ings and conduct classified discussions
concerning issues surroundingI the re-
entry vehicle for the advance ICBIM
program.

The meeting concerns matters listed
in section 552(b) of Title 5, United States
Code, specifically subparagraph (1)
thereof, and accordingly, will be closed
to the public.
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For further information contact the
Scientific Advisory Board- Secretariat at
(202) 697-8845.

Fa1Asxa S. EsTEP,
Air Force Federal Register Liai-

son Officer, Directorate o1
Administration.

[FR Doc.76-34094 Filed 11-17-76;8:45 am]

VSAF SCIENTIFIC ADVISORY BOARD
* SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY ADVIS-
ORY GROUP, AIR FORCE SYSTEMS
COMMAND AND SPACE AND MISSILE
SYSTEMS ORGANIZATION DIVISION
ADVISORY GROUP

Meeting
NOVEMBER 4, 1976.

The USAF Scientific Advisory Board
Science and Technology Advisory Group,
Air Force Systems Command, and the
Space and Missile Systems Organization
Division Advisory Group will hold a
meeting on December 6, 1976 from 8:30
am. to 4:30 p.m. at the Air Force Rocket
Propulsion Laboratory, Edwards AFB,
California and on December 7-8, 1976 at
the Space and Missile Systems Organiza-
tion, Los Angeles, California from 8:30
am. to 4:30 p.m.

The Groups will receive classified brief-
ings and participate in classified discus-
sions relating to selected Air Force
Rocket Propulsion Laboratory and Space
and Missile Systems Organization pro-
grams.

The meetings concern matters listed
in section 552(b) of Title 5, United States
Code, specifically subparagraph (1)
thereof, and accordingly the meetings
will be closed to the public.

For further information contact the
Scientific Advisory Board Secretariat at
(202) 697-4648.

FRANIIE S. ESTEP,
Air Force Federal. Register,

Liaison Officer, Directorate of
Administration.

IFR Doc.76-34093 Filed 11-17-76;8:45 am)

Department of the Army
ARMY ADVISORY PANEL ON ROTC

AFFAIRS
Meeting

In accordance with Pub. L. 92-463
dated 6 October 19.72, notice is given of a
meeting of the Army Advisory Panel on
ROTC Affairs on 7 December 1976 at the
Pentagon (Rm 2E687). The proposed
schedule of activities is as follows:
0830 - O---- pening remarks by the chair-

man.
0840 ---- Remarks ranking Army offical.
0900 ----- Department of the Army/U.S.

Army Training and'Doctrine
Command/ROTC Region pres-
entations.

1015 ------ Army Research Institute brief-
ing.

1100 ---- Lunch.
1230-1330- Senior ROTC program study

presentation.
1330-1630- Panel discussion of ROTC

topics.

The meeting is open to the public.
ERCOLE M. BARONE,

Lieutenant Colonel, GS, Execu-
tive Secretary, Army Advisory
Panel on ROTC Affairs.

IFIS Doc.76-34075 Filed 11-17-76;8:45 am]

US ARMY MISSILE COMMAND
SCIENTIFIC ADVISORY GROUP

S- Meeting
In accordance with section 10(a) (2) of

the Federal Advisory Committee Act
(Pub. L. 92-463), announcemerit is made
of the following Committee Meeting:
Name of committee: US Army Missile Com-

mand Scientific Advisory Group
Date of meeting: 8-9 December 1976
Place and time: US Army Missile Command,

Redstone Arsenal, Alabama, 0830 hours
Proposed agenda: Missile system and com-

ponent simulation:
a. Facilities
b. Capabilities
c. Potential
d. Plans for improvement, changes, ad-

ditions, etc.
e. System plans
f. Cost
g. Utilization

This meeting is closed to the public
since the matters to be discussed fall
under Section 552(b) (1) Title 5, United
States Code, which states that matters
required by Executive Order to be kept
SECRET in the interest of national de-
fense shall be withheld from disclosure.

For the Commander.
LLOYD L. LIVELY,

Executive Secretary, US Army
Missile Command Scientific
Advisory Group.

[FR Doc.76-34076 Filed 11-17-76;8:45 am]

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION
AGENCY

[FRL 644-6]

ADMINISTRATOR'S PESTICIDE POLICY
ADVISORY COMMITTEE

Open Subcommittee Meeting
In accordance with section 10(a) (2) of

the Federal Advisory Committee Act
(Pub. L. 92-463), announcement is made
of the following subcommittee meeting:
Name: The Strategy Subcommittee of the

Administrator's Pesticide Policy Advisory
Committee.

Date: December 3, 1976.
Time: 9:30 a.m.-4 pm. (approximately).
Place: Environmental Protection Agency, 401

i Street, S.W., Washington, D.C., Room
1032, West Tower.

Proposed Agenda: Reilew the most recent
draft of the Pesticide Strategy document.

For further information please contact
David K. Sabock, Executive Secretary,
Administrator's Pesticide Policy Advisory
Committee, Office of Water and Haz-
ardous Materials (WH-556), Environ-
mental Protection Agency, 401 M Street,
SW, Washington, D.C. 20460. Anyone
wishing to have their name placed on the
mailing list for any committee reports,

meeting announcements and minutes of
all meetings should contact the Executive
Secretary, either In writing or by tele-
phone (202) 755-0405.

Dated: November 12, 1976.
ANDREW W. BREIDENBACH,
Assistant Administrator for

Water and Hazardous Materials.
IFR Doc.76-33972 Filed 11-17-70:8:45 am]

[PRL 645-4; PFT7]
FOOD ADDITIVE PETITION

Filing
Pineapple Growers' Assoclation of Ha-

waii, 1902 Financial Plaza of the Pacific,
Honolulu HA 96813, has submitted a pe-
tition (FAP 6H5145) to the Environ-
mental Protection Agency (EPA) which
proposes to amend 21 CFRt 561 by estab-
lishing a food additive regulation per-
mitting the use of the nematoide ethyl-
3 - methyl - 4 - (methylthlo) phenyl (1-
methylethyl) phosphoramidate and its
cholinesterase-inhibiting metabolite in a
proposed experimental program involv-
ing application of the nematocide to
growing pineapples with a tolerance lrm-
itation of 10 parts per million for resi-
dues of the nematoclde in dried pine-
apple bran.

Notice of this submission is given pur-
suant to the provisions of section 409(b)
(5) of the Federal Food, Drug, and Cos-
metic Act. Interested persons are Invited
to submit written comments on the pe-
tition referred to in this notice to the
Federal Register Section, Technical
Service Division (WH-569) Office of
Pesticide Programs, East Tower, Rm.
401, Environmental Protectioni Agency,
401 M St. SW., Washington, D.C. 20460.
Three copies of the comments should be
submitted to facilitate the work of the
Agency and of others interested in In-
specting them. The comments should be
submitted as soon as possible and should
bear a notation Indicating the petition
number "PAP 6H5145". Comments may
be made at any time while a petition is
pending before the Agency. All written
comments will be available for public in-
spection in the office of the Federal Reg-
ister Section from 8:30 a.m. to 4 p.m.
Monday through Friday.

Dated: NoVember 11, 1976.
JOHN B. RITCH, Jr.,

Director,
Registration Division.

[FR Doc. 7s-33970 Filed 11-17-76; 8:45 anmI

IFRI 644-8: F541
PESTICIDE AND FOOD ADDITIVE

PETITIONS
Filing

Pursuant to the provisions of sections
408(d) (1) and 409(b) (5) of the Federal
Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act, the EnvI-
ronimental Protection Agency gives no-
tice that the following petitions have
been submitted to the Agency for con-
sideration.
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P 7F1879. Mobay Chemical Corp., PO Box
913. Hawthorne Rd, Knsas City. -MO

64120. Proposes that 40 CPR 180.320 be
amended by the establishment of astoler-
ance for residues of the insecticide 3,5-di-
nmethyl-- (methylthIo) phenol methylcar-
bamate and Its chollnesterase-Inhibiting
metaboltes ir or on the raw agricultural
commodity group citrus fruits at 0.02 part
per milion (ppm). Proposed analytical
method for determining residues is by gas
chromatography and ilame photometric de-
tectioC-P2612 (202/755-9315) -

FAPTH5154. Union Carbide Corp., 1730 Penn-
sylvania Ave. NW., Washington, D.C. 20006.
Proposes that 21 CFB. 561 be amended by

-he' establishment of a, regulation permit-
ting the use of the insecticide carbaryl (1-
naphthyl IT-methylcarbamate), including
its hydrolysis -product 1-naphthol, calcu-
lated as 1-naphthyl N-methylcarbamate, in
the processed-feeds barley hulls and oat
hulls at 15 ppm resulting from applicatibn
of the insecticide -to the growing crops.
P]M2 202/755-9315)

PP7Fia78. Union Carbide Corp. Proposes that
40 CPR 180.169 be amended by the estab-
lishment of tolerances for residues of the
insecticide carbaryl (1-naphtyl N-methyl-
carbamate), Including its hydrolysis prod-.
-uct 1--naphthol, calculated'as 1-naphthyl
N-methylcarbalmate, In or on the raw
agricultural commodities barley grain, oat
grain, rye grain, and wheat grain at 3
ppm, In the meat, fat and meat byproducts
of cattle, -goats, hogs, horses, and sheep at
( ppm, and- in milk at 0.2 ppm. Proposed
ana lytical method for determining -rest-
duew is bytufin-layer chromatography and
a colorimetric procedure using color re-
agents consisting of p-nitrobenzenediazo-
hium fluoborate, dimethylformamide, and
glacial acetic acid. The absorbance is deter-
mined at a waveldngth of 415 mr. M112

-(202/7Z5.-9315) -

Interested peisons-are invifei to sub-
mit written coIments on any petitions
referred to in this notice to the- Federal
Register Section, Technical Service Divi-
sion CWH-569), Oflice of Pesticide Pro-
grams,-Room 401, East Tower, 401 M St
SW, Washington, D.C. 20460. Three
copies- of the comments should be sub-
mitted to facilitate the work of the
Agency and, of others interested in in-
specting them. Inquiries concerning spe-
cific petitions referred to in this notice
may be directed to the designated Prod-
uct 3Tanager (PM), Registration Dlvi--
sion -(W -567), Office of Pesticide Pro-
gramns, at the above address, or by tele-
phone atthe number cited. Written com-
ments- should bear a notation indicating
the number of the petition to which the
comments pertain. Comments may be
made at any time while a petition is
pending before the Agency. AIL written
comments filed pursuant to this notice
will be available for public inspection In
the office of the Federal Register Section
8:30 a .to 4:00 pan. Mlonday through
Friday.

Dated: November 10, 19'76.
Jonz B. RrcH, J ,

Director,
Registration. Divisiom

IPR Doc.7-33971 Piled 11-17T-76;8:45 am)

NOTICES

IFRL 645-2 OPP-00a3

STATE-FEDERAL FIFRA IMPLEMENTA-
TION ADVISORY COMMITTEE WORKING
GROUP ON REGISTRATION AND CLAS-

-sIFICATION
Meeting

Pursuant to Pub. L. 92-463, notice Is
hereby given that a two-day meeting of
the State-Federal PIFRA Implementa-
tion Advisory Committee's Working
Group onRegistration and Classification
wil be held Tuesday and Wednesday
December 14-15 at the Downtown Holl-
day Inn, 1450 Glen Arm Place, Denver.
Colorado 80202, telephone (303) 573-
1450.

This will be the third meeting of the
Working Group under SFFIAC ausplcm
The meeting will be concerned primarily
with review of the latest draft of the final
section 5(f) and 24(c) regulations. How-
ever, EPA's response to the SFFIAC
recommendations on the section 3 regu-
lations which were published In the TU-
EAitREGISTM' June 30, 1976 will be dis-
cussed, as will also the Agency's latest
draft of the presumptively restricted use
pesticide list.

This meeting, which will start at 9 am.
December 14, will be open to the public.
Those persons who wish to attend the
meeting and who desire to make rEfer-
vZtions at the Downtown Holiday Im
should indicate to the Holiday Inn that
they plan to attend the SFMIC Working
Group/Registration and Classlflcation
meeting.

For further details, interested persons
should contract P. H. Gray. Jr., Execu-
tive Secretary, State-Federal FEFRA Im-
plementation Advisory Committee, Office
of Pesticide Programs/Operations Divi-
sion, Environmental Protection Agency,
401 M Street, SW, Washington, D.C.
20460, (202)- 755-7014.

Dated: November 11, 1976.
EDnWIN I. JoiO.so?,

Deputy Assistant Administrator
for Pesticide Programs.

[R Do_76-33974 Piled. 11-17-76;8:45 am)

[FBL 6"4-71
TEXAS OXIDANT CONTROL STRATEGY

Public Hearings on Proposed Amendments
The Environmental Protection Agency

Region VI will be holding public-hear-
ings- on proposed amendments to the
Texas Hydrocarbon/Photoclzemlcal Oxi-
dant trategy In the cities and on the
Schedules listed below:
December 14. 1976 at 10:00 a.m., Holidaynn.
Mfedical Center, 6701 Matin. Houston. Texa.
December 15, 1976 at 2:00 p.m., Convention

Center, Misslon Room, San Antonio, Texas.
December 16, 1976 at 1:00 pam., Pimt Inter-

national Building. 29th Floor Conference
Boom, Dallas, Tex=.

Proposed amendments to regulations
for the extension of existing state regu-
lations to additional Texas counties,

gasoline marleting control (Stage D,
control of crude oil storage tanLs, and
transportation controls were published
in the FroE- L Rz-sa at 41 FR 49.40
on November 11, 1976. Amendments to
gasoline marketing control regulations
(Stage II) were proposed In the Ft r.
Rrs=n at 41 FR 48044 on November 1,
1976. Copies of the proposed amendments
are available from the Agency's regional
office at the following address: Environ-
mental Protection Agency, 1201 Elm
Street, Dallas, Texas 75270. Interested
persons may make presentations at the
hearings or submit written comments to
the Region VI Admnistrat6r. The hear-
ing record wIll be kept open until Janu-
ary 1, 1977 for those wishing to make
additional written comments.

Dated: November 11, 1976.
ROGEr. Srnaov ,

Assistant Administrator
for Air and Waste Management.

[IFR Dzc.7G-33373 Piled 11-17-76;6:45 ami

[IPRL 045-3; OPP-801C3

WYOMING DEPARTMENT OF
AGRICULTURE

Crisis Exemption To Use DDT To Control'
Rabid Bats

Pursunt to the provisions of section
18-of the Federal Insecticide, Fungicide,
and RodentIcide Act CFRA),; as
amended (86 Stat. 973; 89 Stat. 751; 7
U.S.C. 136(a) it seq.), the Environmen-
tal Protection Agency (EPA) gives no-
tice that the Wyoming Department of
Agriculture (hereafter referred to as
"Wyoming") has avaled itself of a crisis
exemption to use DDT 75% wettable
powder to control rabid bats discovered
in a private residence in Sheridan
County, Wyoming. This exemption is
subject to the provisions of sections
166.2, 66.8, and 166.9 of 40 CER Part 166.
These regulations concerning exemption
of Federal and State agencies for the
use of pe-sticldes under emergency con-
ditions were published in the nrrsL
REcLsrm on December 3, 1973 (3a FR
33303). As required, Wyoming has sub-
mitted in writing the following certified
information.

According to Wyoming, the residents
of the home had been routinely finding
"sick bats" in the yard and around their
buildings; concerned with the safety of
their son and their pets, they killed the
bats and sent two of them to the State
laboratory for tests. The two bats vere
confirmed as being rabid- The Wyoming
Departments of Agriculture and Health
and Social Services were notifed. On
September 9, representatives of the
Health and Social Services Department
visited the house and examined all attic
and. crawl-space areas and available en-
trance cracks and openings to the house
walls and attl. The representatives
stated thAt they discovered that a colony
of bats lived in the front and rear house
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walls, between an outer layer of stone
and an inner layer of wood. Examina-
tion of the outlying buildings-yielded five
(5) Little Brown bats, which were shot.
Four of those particular bats were tested
for rabies at a laboratory, but were
negative.

No pesticide registered for this par-
ticular use to eradicate or control the
rabid bats was available, according to
Wyoming. Further, the time element was
so critical that there was no time to re-
quest a specific exemption.

On September 10, approximately 31
pounds of DDT 75 percent wettable pow-
der was injected via a dusting mchine
into the house wallp where the r6osting
areas were believed to be. Physical access
to the house roosting areas was not pos-
sible, so control could only be obtained
by dustingof the areas from the attic and-
crawl-space areas inside, and dusting
through the entrance cracks and open-
ings from the outside. Wyoming stated
that thorough examination revealed that
no DDT leaked into the livng areas of
the house. Approximately 3 or 4 days
after treatment, a dramatic reduction of
bats emerging was noted, according to
Wyoming. No additional entrances to the
house were discovered; therefore no fur-

'ther dusting was initiated. Actual 'dust-
ing was performed by an experienced
State-licensed applicator and his assist-
ants under his direct supervision. A
signed landowners' agreement giving per-
mission for the treatment was obtained
prior to the application.

The official file concerning this exemp-
tion is -available for inspection in the
Registration Division (WH-567), Office
of Pesticide Programs, EPA, Room E-
315, 401 M Street SW., Washington, D.C.
20460.

Dated: November 10, 1976.

JoHN B. Rrrckr, Jr.,
Director,

Registratioh Division.
[FR Doc.76-33969 Filed 1l-17-76;8:45 am]

FEDERAL ADVISORY COUNCIL ON
REGIONAL ECONOMIC DEVELOP-
MENT

REGIONAL ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT
FEDERAL ADVISORY COUNCIL

Open Meeting

Notice is given that a meeting of the
Federal Advisory Council on Regional
Economic Development Wi be held on
Tuesday, December 14, 1976, at 9:30
a.m. to 12 noon, in Room 5230, Depart-
ment of. Commerce, Washington, D.C.
20230.

The Federal Advisory Council was es-
tablished pursuant to Executive Order
11386. The Council is a cabinet-level
committee composed of those Federal
agencies most concerned with economic
development. Among its responsibilities,
the Council advises the Secretary of
Commerce, who is Chairman of the
Council, in his review of the long-range
economic development plans prepared by
the Title V- Regional Action Planning
Commissions.

NOTICES

The purpose of this meeting Is to dis-
cuss the long-range economic develop-
ment plan submitted to the Secretary of
Commerce by the New England Regional
Commission. In accordance with the re-
view procedures adopted by the Council,
the New England Development Plan has
been circulated to the members for their
review.

Inquiries may be addressed to the Act-
,ing Executive Secretary, Federal Advi-
sory Council on Regional Economic De-
velopment, Office of Regional Economic
Coordination, Room 2092, Department of
Commerce, Washington, D.C. 20230, tele-
phone (202) 377-5174.

Dated at Washington, D.C., November
4, 1976. 1"

JOHN W. EDEN,
Acting Special Assistant to the

Secretary for Regional Eco-
nomic Coordination.

[FR Doc.76-34092 Filed 11-17-76;8:45 am]

FEDERAL ENERGY
ADMINISTRATION

DETERMINATION OF SPECIAL HARDSHIP,,
INEQUITY, OR UNFAIR DISTRIBUTION

Guidelines Required by section 7(i)(i)(D)
of the Federal Energy Administration Act

Under section 7(i) (1) (D) of the Fed-
eral Energy Administration Act of 1974
(FEAA), a recently amended by section
104 of the Energy Conservation and
Production Act (ECPA), the Federal
Energy Administration is required to
"establish criteria and guidelines by
which * * * special hardship, inequity,
or unfair distribution of burdens shall be
evaluated." According to the ECPA Con-
ference Committee Report, FEA is re-
quired to pUblisli "a description of
standards which is has employed, in the
past, in approving or denying applica-
tions for exception relief."

In satisfaction of these requirements,
PEA has prepared and is hereby publish-
ing in the Appendix to this notice the
requisite guidelines. As recognized in the
Conference Committee Report, however,
inasmuch as FEA cannot anticipate all
situations that will arise in the future
where relief would be appropriate, the
publication of these guidelines is not de-
signed to limit or preclude future PEA
action with respect to applications for
exception relief.

Dated: November 12, 1976.

DAVID G. WiLsoN,
Acting General Counsel.

Federal Energy Administration

OMCE or ExcErToNs Am APPEALs

Guldelneb
Published pursuant to the piovisions of

section '(7) (1) (1) (D) of the Federal Energy
Administration Act of 1974, as amended by
section 104 of the Energy Conservation and
Production Act of 1976. .

TA E or CoNTrNTs
Preface
Introductlon
Standards

Termination of base period supplier/pur.
chaser relationship based upon a deterlo-
ration of the business relationship-See-
tion 211.9.

Termination of base period supplier/pur-
chaser relationship based upon significant
price-disparity---Section 211.9

Adjustments to base period use of petroleum
products for wholesale purchasers-Sectlon
211.12

The supplier substitution rulo--Seotlon
211.25

The allocation of crude ol-Section 211.03
Entitlements program-Section 211.07
Increased use of propane by gas utilities for

peak shaving-Section 211.83 (c) (2) (v)
Price relief on the basis of unrepresentative

prices on a reference date in the past
which is used to govern future conduct-
Part 212

Price' exceptions for crude oil producera-Part
212, subpart D

Resale of crude oll-Section 212.93 (b)
Nonproduct cost passthrough for aviation

fuel resellers-Part 212, subart F
Nonproduct cost passthrough In sales of

natural gas liquid products-Part 212, sub-
part K

Filing of forms
Refinery acquisitions
Oil import cases-Part 213
Class exceptions
Requests for stays
Retroactive exception relief
Conclusion

PnEFACE

On August 14, 1976, the Congress of the
United States enacted the Energy Conserva-
tion and Production Act of 1970, Pub. L, 01-
385. Section 104 of the Act provides that,
within ninety days of the date of the enact-
ment of the legislation, the Office of EXCep-
tions and Appeals of 'the Federal Energy
Administration shall "establish criteria and
guldelines;by which ... special hardship,
inequity, Ur unfair distribution of burdens
shall be evaluated." In discussing the provi-
sions of Section 104 in the Conference Report
which accompanied the Energy Conservation
and Production Act, the conferees state:

The conferees intend the provisions relat-
ing to publication of criteria and guidelines
to require that the FEA publish a description
of standards which it has employed, in the
past, in approving or denying applications for
exception relief'. The conferees expect that
these guidelines,, together with precedents
contained in the published decisions and
orders of the Office of Exceptions and Ap-
peals, will assist applicants in making pres-
entations to the agency by providing thelm
with a statement of the grounds on which
relief has been accorded in the past, It Is not
the intention of the conferees, however, that
these provisions require the FEA to antici-
pate all situations in which relief may be
appropriate in the future, since the excep-
tions process is designed in substantial meas-
ure to resolve factual situations which could
not have been and were not contemplated at
the time the general statutory or regulatory
programs were adopted Conf. Rep., Pub L,
94-385, CCH Fed. Energy Guidelines, Par.
10,521, at p. 10,480.

The guidelines which follow provide a sum-
mary of the standards which the Federal
Energy Administration has consistently ap-
plied in its consideration of the wide range
of exception applications which It has re-
ceived. These guidelines are Intended to pro-
vide potential applicants with a general un-
derstanding of the grounds on which relief
has been accorded to previous applicants, It
should also be recognized, however, that each
exception application submitted to the Fed-
eral Energy Administration must be con-
sidered on the basis of the particular factual
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NOTICES

circumstances presented In the applcalt
and that the broad, general standards
forth in these guidelines represent onl
starting point for the consideration of ap
ticular application.

I-TEOflUC'fON

Pursuant to the pr6vislons of section 41
of the Emergency Petroleum Allocation
of 1973, Pub. T. 93-159-the EA has prom
gated a set of regulations providing for 1
mandatory allocatiox and pricing- of or
oil and refined petroleum products. In Si
part D of Part 205 of the FEA Regulatic
the PEA established procedures for apply
for an exception from any regulation, rulJ
or generally applicable-requirement of I
PEA which may have an adverse effect oi
particular plrson or firm. Section 205.55(
(2) provides that:

An zpplication for exception may
granted to alleviate or prevent serious ha
ship. or gross inequity * * * 10 CFR 205
(b) (2), 39 PR 35472 (October 1, 1974).

Since its inception, the FEA has appli
these standards to a broad range of ekc(
tion applications, Issuing detailed declsic
and orders which specify the standards ws
-to arrive-at a determination In each case a
the specific application of those standal
to the facts- presented-n each proceeds
Since these declsions and orders serve
precedents for the -consideration of su
sequent exception applications, they must
consulted for specific guidance as to t
particular precedents which are applical
to the factual -situation which an applica
encounters.-In order to assist applicants
using the prior cases as a reference soue
the PEA Ofce" of Exceptions and Appe
also publishes a Topical Index to all pr,
Decisions as- well as a Table which cr(
references each prior case with the Fl
Regulations.
o As discussed above, the published De,
sions and Orders of the National Office
Exceptions and Appeals serve w precedex
foethe consideration of subsequent exce
tion applications- Additional -source eal
rial in the-resolution of exception reque
may- be found n the Rulings which t
PEA General Counsel Issues pursuant to
C"R, Part 205, Subpart M- In contrast,
interpretation Issued by the PEA Office

-General Counsel or by a, Regional Counu
does not- constitute binding precedent
the resolution of an-exceptloi applicatic
As the-PEA has stated on a number of pr
occaslons an interpretation is not consi
ered to be issued In the course of an a
judicatory, proceeding alnd has limited a
plicahility to the particular applicant. 2
Atlantic Richzftlff Company v. Federal R
ergj Administration, et aL, CCR Fed. B
ergy Guidelines, Par. 26,054. at p. 26,4
(N.D. Ca%, July 19, 1976). See also Atanl
Richfield Company 3 PEA Par. 80,572 (Fel
ruary 13, 1976), and th6 cases cited therei
In contrast, a Decision which resolves
Appeal taken from an-lterpretation ls I
sued within the context of an adjudicate
proceeding and therefore does have precede:
tial effect. Similarly, the unpublished D
clslons and Order s of the PEA Region

SOffices of Exceptions and Appeals do n

-- AlU Decisions and Orders Issued by t:
National PEA Office of Exceptions and A
peals are published in the Commerce Clea
jag House's Federal Energy Guidelines, a
are also- available to the public through t
Public Docket Room of the Office of Priva
Grievances- 

and Redress. The Docket Roe
is open, from 1 p.m..to 5 p.m., Mond,
through Priday, and Is located at Room 3
120; 2000 M St., NW, Washington, D.C. 204

on. serve as binding precedents on the National
set. Office In Its consideration of aub:equent ex-
r a ception applications. Although these Dccl-
ar- sions may be used as guidance for future

actions by the particular PEA Regional Offce
which. Issued the determinations, theme De-
cisions are often based on local considera-

[a) tions which would not a1~ply In a national
kct context. These determinations therefore oc-
ul- cupy the same status within the PEA. ad-
the min'strativo process. as unpublished non-
ide precedentlal decisions of a court occupy
ib- with respect to the judicial process.
nst Although specific gutdance as to the prin-
lng ciples applied in deciding a given type of
Lag case can be best found In the prior
he precedents Involving siml ar factual cases,

a It is possible to describe in a general man-
b) ner a number of principles of general

applicability.
be CAusAL-rz
,d- One such general principie concerns the
-55 alleged cause of the hardship or Inequity

which the applicant claims to be incurring.
led Exception relief has been approved only
ep- upon a strong showing that the application
ins of an PEA regulatory requirement In a par-
sed ticular factual tetting result- in a serious
nd- hardship or gross Inequity. The PEA has con-
rds sisten1y held that exception relief Is not
g.

1  
appropriate where a firm has failed to dem-

as onstrate that the difilcultles which It is
Lb- facing are primarily attributable to the
be FEA regulatory program from which it seeks
he exception relief. See, eg., Texas Asphal4 and
le Refining Company and Petroleum Industries,
nt Inc., 3 PEA Par. 80.529 (December 8. 107);
in Wallace and Wallace Chemical and Oil Co,
ree 2 PEA Par. 83.207 (July 3, 1075); and Clark

s Oil and Refining Co., 2 PEA Par. -83.040
[or (February 12, 1975). and the cases cited
os therein. -The exceptions procs las not In-
EA tended as a panacea for every conceivable

type of financial problem encountered by
d- any firm doing business in the petroleum
of industry. Rather, exception relief is designed
I, to alleviate specific operating dillculties
p. 'which have arisen as a direct result of the
- application to a firm of a particular regula-

3ts tory requirement from which relief' I-
he sought.
I0 SEsous HAnmsrn' Camzunoir
an
of In conslaering exception applications, 4he
s.I FEA has concluded that exception relief Is
in appropriate where a firm, demonstrates that
in. the Impact of theTEA regulatory program on
or Its operations produces serious flnancial dLf-
d- ficulties for the firm. In applying the serious
d- hardship criterion to a. specific sactual idt-
p. Uation, the FEA has generally evaluated a
ee firm's current and projected financial posture
n- aud economic viability In comparson. to the
a- firm's historic performance. See, eg, Payton.
39 Onl Company, 4 E& Par. 83,05 (August 19.
tic 1976); Beacon Oil Company, 3 FEA Par. 83,-
t_ 209'(June 8, 1976)- and Colonil Oil Con-
n., pany, 2 PEA Par. 83,201 (July 3. 1975), and
In the cases cited therein. In order to fully
z_ analyze a tirmes financial condition, the PEA
ry has considered a variety of factors, including
n- the general profitability of the firm (ee, eg.,
e- Quincy Oil, Inc., 3 PEA Par. 83,180 (May 7.
al 1976); Commonwealth Oil Refining Company,
ot Inc., 3 PEA Par. 83,178 (May 4, 1970); and

Guam Oil and Refining Company, In., 3
PEA Par. 83,026 (November 28, 1975)): cash

tie flow difficulties which the firm may be in-
p- curing as a result of the FEA regulatory
r- program' (see, e.g., New England Petroleum
id Corporation, 3 PEA Par. 83,015 (November
2e 17, 1976); Western Refining Company. 2 PEA

Pte. ar. 83,139 (April 30, 1975); and Pasco, Inc.,

S2 PEA. Par. 63, 021 (January 20, 1975)): the
- firm's historical and projected return on in-

I. vested capital and return on equity (tee. eg,
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Placid Oil Company. 3 PFA Par. 83.153 (Apr.2
9. 1976); and Hawaia1n Independent Refin-
ry. Inc., 2 PEA Par. 83.195 (June 24. 1975)):

significant losses Incurred In sales volume or
mnrket share (see, eg- Chesapeake Pure
Fuels. Inc., 3 PEA Par. 83,20 (June 29.1976);
A&iatic Petroleum Corporation, 2 PEA Par.
83 47 (Au.-ust 18. 1975); Martin Oil Service,
Inc, 1 FEA Par. 20,185 (Niovember 19. 1974);
and Caveney and Company. I PEA Par. 20,680
(October 15, 1974)), and diMculties in ob-
taning suilflcent supplie of petroleum prcd-
ucts (see, e_-, Oskey Gasoline and. Oil Com-
pany. 2 PEA. Par. 83.114 (April 9. 1975);
Urch Oil Company. 2 PEA Par. 83,105 (March
24.1975); and Interstate Eran&s Corporation.
1 PEA Par. 20.741 (December 21). 1974)).

As dlscussed In the preceding section. as
part of the analysi conduited by the PEA In
considering an exception application based
on a claim of serlous hardship, an assessment
Is also made as to the extent to which any
financial difculties which the firm is en-
periencing are a direct result of the PEA reg-
ulatory program See. e.g., Texa, Asphalt and
Refining Company and Petroleum Industries.
Inc., supra; and Wallace and Wallace Chemi-
cal and Oil Company, supra. In making a.
judgment concerning the effect of the PEA
regulatory pogrim on a firm the PEA has
generally held that the financial pasture of
the firm'!s entire petroleum-related opera-
tions, including the operations of the ap-
plicant firm's parent and subsidiary com-
panic, must, be considered. See, eg, Placid
Oil Company, and TAC Air Services, Inc, 3
PEA Par. 80,594 (March 3, 1976). When a.
determination Is made that a fl Is exper-
lencing cevere and inordinate financial dif-
ficulties as a result of the PEA regulatory
program, appropriate exception relief has
been granted to, mitigate those problems-
which result directly fromthe EA. eguatiy
provisions- See, e.g. Kerr-McGee Corporation.
3 PEA Par. 83,179 (May 7. I976); Union Oil
Company of California, 3 PEA Par. -83,105
(February 20.1976); and New England Petro-
leum Corporation, 2 PEA Par. 83,136 (Iay 2.
1978).

Gitoss IN-rQV= Carrrzror
In evaluating requests for exception relief

which am based upon a claim, of #oss In-
equity, the PEA has established a number of
general standards that reflect a-range of
criteria which Is considerably broader than
that applied to clalm of serious hardship.
The PEA has found a gross Inequity to exist
for example, where the application of . spe-
clue regulatory provision to a particular fac-
tual setting significantly frustrates the real-
ization of a major national energy objective.
In applying this standard, the PEA must fre-
quently weigh competing policy objectfves
and seek to reconcile them by determining
the optimal balance In the particular case.

This balancinE procesz, which involves a
conaderation of the impact of the excep-
tion decision upon. third parties as well as
upon the applicant. and other participants
In the proceeding, reflects the intent of the
Congress that the PEA. exercise Its discretion
to achieve a desirable balance between the
various objectives which are enumerated In
the Emergency Petroleum Allocation Act of
1973, as amended.

See, e.,- A & IT Producifg Servlces , 3 PEA
Par. 83.172 (April 2G, 1876); Union Oil Co.
of Calif. 3 FA Par. 3,105 (February 20.
1976); Getty Oil Co. 2 PEA. Par. 83,231
(August 4. 1975); Whiteo, Inc., 2 PEA Par.
83,170 (June 9, 1975); Pasco, Inc., 2 PEA
Par. 83,021 (January 20. 1975); and Apco Oil
Corp., 1 PEA Par. 20,750 (December 23, 1974).
The PEA has also approved exception relief
on grounds of gree Inequity where a person
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Is adversely affected.in a significant manner
as a result of the application of a regulatory
provision whose purpose has been seriously
distorted by anomalous circumstances. 'See,
e.g., Haney Oil Co., 2 PEA Par. 83,312 (Octo-
ber 3, 1975) Carlos R. Leffler, Inc., 2 FEA Par.
83,162 (May 30, 1975); and Tenneco Oil Co.,
2 PEA Par. 83,108 (March 31, 1975). The PEA
has emphasized that exception relief is not
justified unless the anomalous situation is
unusual with respect to the applicant, since
issues co'icerning thegeneral application of
PEA regulations are properly determined in
rulemaking proceedings. See, e.g., Marvin E.
Boyer Oil Co., 4 PEA Par. 80,506 (July 23,
1976); Asiatic Petroleum Corp., 2 PEA Par.
83,247 (August 18, 1975); and Atlantic Rich-
field Co., 2 FEA Par. 83,131 (May 2, 1975).

UNFAIR DISTRIDUTION OF BURDENS CRITERION

In applying this criterion, the PEA has
recognized that some burden is generally
experienced by all firms as an unavoidable
element of the regulatory process. See Crown
Central Petroleum Corp., 2 PEA Par. 83,026
(January 28, 1975). Consequently, the PEA
has held that the mere existence of a burden
or obligation does not in and of itself con-
stitute a sufficient basis for exception relief.
See Atlantic Richfield Co., 2 PEA Par. 83,122
(April 17, 1975). However, exception relief
has been approved where a showing is made
by a firm that In addition to experiencing
a greater adverse Impact as a result of a
regulatory provision as compared to other
firms, the nature or extent of the adverse im-
pact on the firm significantly, impedes its,
operations (see Commonwealth Oil Ref. Co.,
Inc., 3 PEA Par. 83,178 (May 4, 1976)), frus-
trates one of the polircy objectives set forth
in Section 4(b) (1) of the EPAA (see Climax
Molybdenum Co., 2 PEA Par. 83,157 (May 20,
1975)), or places it in a substantially dif-
ferent position from other similarly situated
firms (see Class Exception: Retroactive Ap-
plication of Subpart X, 2 PEA Par. 84,901
(August 29, 1975)).

'STANDARDS

In the following sections, the PEA has set
forth the standards which it has established
for considering exception applications from
various significant provisions of the PEA reg-
ulatory program. These standards should
provide the public with a better understand-
ing of the basis on which tjse PEA has pro-
vided exception relief from the various pro-
visions of the PEA regulatory program and
on which the PEA will, continue- to provide
relief to applicants which are similarly af-
fected by that program.

/ TERMINATION OF BASE PERIOD SUP'P-ER/PUR-
CHASER RELATIONSHI EASED 'UPON A DETE-
RIORATION' OF THE BUSINESS RELATIONSHIP-
SECTION 211.
A number of firms have requested excep-

tion relief from the base period supplier/
purchaser relationship established in section
211.9 of the PEA Regulations. The PEA has
assigned a new base period supplier to an ap-
plicant upon a finding that the business re-
lationship between the base period supplier
and the purchaser has deteriorated to such
a significant extent subsequent to the base
period that the purchaser's operations would
be seriously affected unless a reassignment
were made. In implementing that standard
the PEA has stated that reassignments will
be made where (i) a court of law has made a
deter/ination that a.purchaser has been der
frauded by its base period supplier, or (ii) a
court of law has entered a judgment against
the supplier which Would lead to the conclu-
sion that the relatioiihip between the sup-
plier and the base period purchaser has dete-

riorated to the point where the resumption
or continuation of the supply relationship
would Significantly disrupt the purchaser's
business operations. See Eagle Point School
District No. 9, 2 PEA Par. 80,622 (July 1,
1975); Texaco Inc., 2 PEA Par. 80,701 (Octo-
ber 6, 1975) and Beukema's Petroleum Com-
pany, 4 FEA Par. 83,032 (August 6, 1976). The
PEA has also granted exception relief from
the provisions of section 211.9 on gross in-
equity grounds when the applicant has sub-
mitted uncontradicted evidence of fraud and
the record in the administrative proceeding
contains a persuasive showing that the pur-
chaser is currently incurring actual damages
as a result of the maintenance of its base
period supplier/purchaser relationship. See
George P. Rios, 4 PEA Par. 83,008 (July 15,
1976).

TERMINATION OF BASE PERIOD SUPPLIER/PUR-
CHASER RELATIONSHIP BASED UPON SIGNIFI-
CANT PRICE DISPARITY--SECTION 211.9

In a number of cases the !EA has approved
exception relief t from the base period sup-
plier/purchaser relationship established in
Section 211.9 of the PEA Regulations where
a significant price disparity has existed be-
tween the cost of the product sold by the base
period supplier and the purchaser involved
was encountering serious financial difficulties
as a result of the disparity. In th6 instances
in which relief has been approved, a new sup-
plier has been assigned to furnish an inde-
pendeht marketer with all or part of its base
period use of an allocated petroleum product.
See, e.g., Wagner Gas & Electric, 3 PEA Par.
83,031 (December 5, 1975); Greenville Auto-
-matic Gas Co., 2 PEA Par. 83,337 (October 24,
1975); Colonial Oil Co., 2 PEA Par. 83,201
(July 3, 1975); and Midway Gas, Inc., 2 PEA
Par. 83,154 (May 16, 1975). In order to qualify
for relief under this line of precedents, an
independent marketer must generally estab-
lish that: (i) the price which it Is required
to pay its base-period supplier is significantly
higher than the prevailing market prices paid
by Its competitors; (11) the firm has been
unable to purchase sufficient quantities of
surplus product to reduce its total cost of
the petroleum product to a competitive level;
and (il) as a result of the high cost of pur-
chasing the petroleum product from its base
period supplier, the firm is experiencing se-
rious financial and operating difficulties
which threaten its continued existence as a
viable independent marketer. Where a show-
ing is made that these standards have been
satisfied and -that exception relief is there-
fore warranted, the method which is used to
determine the specific level of relief to be
approved depends upon the particular cir-
cumstances present in the case. For example,

An Colonial Oil Co., supra, the applicant was
continuing to rely 'on its base period sup-
plier and as a result its financial position
had deteriorated significantly below histor-
ical levels. In that case, the PEA used the
following formula to determine the quantity
of petroleum products which a new lower-
priced supplier would be designated to fur-
.nish to enable the independent marketer to
operate on a basis consistent with its his-
torcal performance:

Quantity to be supplied by new lower-priced
supplier=

Historical Profitability-Profit in Most. Re-
cent Reporting Period

PRESENT COST DISPARITY PER GALLON

In cases where the applicant has not been
relying on its base period suppllsr, the PEA
has held that the use of the formula set
forth in the Colonial Decision Is not appro-

priate. See, e.g., Saveway Gas & Appliance,
Inc., 3 PEA Par. 83,150 (March 31, 1976); and
Greenville Automatic Gas Co., Inc., supra.
Instead, the following formula is used to cal-
culate the measure of exception relief which
would be appropriate to restore the firm to a
position In which it would be able to main-
tain its historical markup on total sale.s:

(Average competitive cost In the markot
area X volume required from now, lower-
priced supplier) +base period suppller's price
X (base period use-volume required from
new, lower-priced supplier) (firm's current
selling price-historical markup on sales) X
(bape period use).

ADJUSTIMENTS To BASE PERIOD TISE OF PETRO-
LEUBI PRODUCTS FOR WHOLESALE PUIt-
CHASERs-SEcTION 211.12
A number of wholesale purchaser-resellers

and wholesale purchaser-consumers have re-
quested exception relief from the provisions
of Section 211.12 of the PEA Regulations so
as to increase their base period use of petro-
leum products, The PEA has generally
granted exception relief where the applicant
demonstrates that: (i) the firm has experi-
enced an increased demand for the petroleum
product as a result of a significant change
In circumstances under which the product Is
supplied or uged; (ii) the continued Inability
to obtain additional petroleum product
would significantly frustrate one or more
of the policy objectives set forth in Section

p4(b) (1) of the Emergency Petroleum Allo-
cation Act of 1973, as amended (EPAA);
and (i1) the firm has been unable or will
be unable to purchase surplus product or,
alternatively, the applicant has shown that
even though it can purchase surplus product,
a gross disparity exists between the quantity
of petroleum product which the wholesale
purchaser is actually using and its adjusted
base period use. See Climax Molybdenum
Company, 2 FEA Par. 83,157 (May 20, 1075).
See also Willmar Air Service, Inc,, 3 PEA Par.
83,120 (February 27, 1976): Husker Aviation,
Inc., 3 FEA Par. 83,081 (January 22, 19706):
Fort Dodge Aviation, Inc., 2 FEA Par, 83,345
(October 31, 1975); and Bowen Service Sta-
tion; Winninghoff Moth.rs, Inc., 2 PEA Par.
83,058 (March 13, 1975). These orlterla re-
flect the directive of the Congress set forth
in the EPAA that the PEA ensure that ade-
quate supplies of petroleum products are
available to all purchasers through the PEA
allocation program, and that an adjustment
to a firm's base period use of petroleum
products should be granted only If a firm's
ultimate purchasers of petroleum products
cannpt otherwise be served. In particular, in
considering applications which seek an in-
crease in a firm's allocation of propane, the
PEA has noted that propane supplies are
very limited. In order to preserve existing
inventories of propane and to protect historic
users during a period of time in which
escalating demand has substantially out-
stripped the available supply, the PEA has
granted exception relief increasing a firm's
base period use of propane only where the
applicant has demonstrated that the appli-
cation of the allocation regulations will siri-
nificantly and uniquely impede the firm's
operations. See Clark Equipment Company,
4 PEA Par. - (October 29, 1976); and
Olin Corporation, 3 FEA Par. 83,005 (Novem-
ber 14, 1975).

THE SUPPLIER SUBSTITUTION RULE-
SECTION 211.25

The provisions of Section 211.25 of the PEA
Regulations generally permit a base period
supplier of a petroleum product to designate
a stbstitute base period supplier for it partic-
ular purchaser or group of purchasers, The
PEA has approved exception relief from the
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supplier substitution rule set forth in Sec- firms whose aves to old oil Is less than the
tion 211.25 where & purchaser demonstrates adjusted national- old oil supply ratio are

- tbat (i) the- price which It -is currently re- permitted to sell entitlements. For a detailed
quired to pay for the ,petroleum. product description of the Entitlcments Program. see
which it-purchases from the substitute sup- Beacon Oil Company, 3 PEA Par. 83209 (June
plier is significantly higher than the maxi- 8, 1976). In Delta. Refining Co., 2 FEA Par.
munt permissible price.which its base period 83,275 <September 11. 1975). the PEA sped-
supplier could charge and the prices which fled the standards which It would apply In
its principal competitors pay their suppliers; evaluating applications by small refiners for
(ii) as a result of this price disparity, the exception relief from their entitlement pur-

- purchaser has been. unable to maintain its chase obligations. As set forth In the Delta
historic position in the marketplace; and Decision, the PEA win generally grant ex-
(iii) a consequence of this situation, the ception relief to small refiners required to
firm is incurring ierlouszfnancial and op- purchase entitlements so as to alleviate the

-erating difficulties. See- Whitco, Inc., 2 PEA adverse Impact of the Entitlements Program
Par. 83,170 (June 9, 1975); and Mid-Michigan. which would otherwise prevent a firm from
Truck Service, Inc., 3 FEA. Par. 83,100 (Feb- achieving the lesser or its historical profit
ruary 13,.1976); and compare Schaub Oil margin or return on Invested capital. See

- Company, 3 PEA Par. 83,202 (May 28, 1976). also Beacon Oil Company, Supra. The PEA
has also granted exception relief to a refiner

rHM ALLOCAT'ION Or CRIME OIL- -to alleylate a gross Inequity which would
-SECroN 21i.63 otherwise result In a situation In which a re-

Section 21L63 of the PEA R gulations gen- finer is unable to sell Its authorized number
erally requires that all supplier/purchaser of entitlements n one month but must
relationships in effect under contracts for nevertheless buy entitlements n a subse-
sales, purchases and exchanges of domestic quent month. See. e.g., Thunderbird Re-
crude oil on December 1, 1973 or January I. sources. Inc., 2 PEA Par. 83,295 ISeptember

-1976, shall remain in effect for the duration 17, 1975). In addition, the PEA has provided
of theMndatory Petroleum Allocation Pro- exception relief to a firm upon a nhowing
gram unless those relationships are termi- that the Entitlements Program has under-
nated I. accordance with the provisions of mined the firm's competitive position to such
Section 211.63. In past cases, the FEA has an extent that It Is experiencing serious fl-
approved exception relief from the applica- nanlal difficulties. See. e.g., Commonwealth
tion of the provisions jDf- Section 211.63 to Oil Refining Company. Inc., 3 FEA Par. 83,178
mall refiners with new or expanded refinery (May 4, 1976); and New England Petroleum
capacity in order to aleviate-gross Inequity "C. ,IEA Par. 83,136 (May 2. 1975).
which would otherwise result. See Louisiana I~cnA UsE or P oP'u nv G s UrxrrrzEs
Land-and Exploration Company, 2 FEA Par. 0i P SrrAvz.G--Srcros 211.83(c) (2) (v)
83,339 (October 22, 1975y, and the cases cited
therein. in each case ii which exception relief' Tha PEA has considered a number of re-
has been granted, the PEA determined that: quests from natural gas utilities for excep-
(i) the fir planned and began constructing . tion relief fron the provisions of 10 CFB
a new refning facility prior to the imple- 211.83(c) (2) (v). The exception i3 requested
mentation of the PEA Mrandatory Petroleum in orderto permit the utility to purchase and
Allocation Program; (ii): the firm's invest- use.propane for peak sEhaving in excess of the
ment was made in justifiable reliance on the firm's base perlod use. Peak shavingis defined
assumption that it would be. able to use in the PEA Mandatory Petroleum Allocation
particular crude oil whTh It controlled at Regualtions as "the use of propane and bu-
the time as a feedstock for the -new refinery; tane mixtures to supplementsupplies of pipe-
(lii) despite reasonable efforts by the firm line gas for distribution by gas utilities dur-
It has notbeen able to secure an acceptable Ing periods of high demandr 10 OM 211.51.
alternative supply of crude oil for the refln- Under PEA Regulations, the volume of pro-
ery; (iv) in the absence of exception relief, pane which a gas utility may use for peak
the firm would lack -a sufficient and reliable shaving is limited to "that volume which a
source of crude oil for the refinery; and (v) gas utility contracted for or purchased for
mea Consequence; the firm's refining opera- delivery during the period April 1, 1972

tion -and its Investment could be seriously through March 31, 1973 [the base perlod)
jeopardized in the foreseeable future. Where regardless of whether that volume was used
these criteria have been satisfied, the PEA has during the period." 10 CFR 211.83(c) (2) (v).
taken account of the substantial capital in- In addition, the PEA Regulations prohibit a
vestment made by the firm involved and the utility from purchasing or accepting quan-
national objective of encouraging the titles of propane which would cause Its In-
development of expanded domestic refining iventory to exceed 120 percent of the volume
-capacity sznd preserving the economic vi- which the utility Is permittcd to use under
ability of sm ll and independent refiners. Ex- 10 CFl 211.83. See 10 CFR 211.80(2) (b).
ception relief has therefore been approved These regulatory provisions reflect the PEAs
which- permits the firm to obtain access to firm policy of restricting to base period levels
crude-oil which it did not receive under con- the use of propane, a refined petroleum prod-
tract on Dedember 1, 1973. The PEA has, how- uct In limited supply. In the Decisions which
ever, denied exception relief to firms which it has issued the PEA has stated that It
acquired an interest in a. refinery subsequent wolld generally approve exception relief
-to the implementation of the PE& Mandatory from the provisions of Section 211M3(c) (v)
Petroleum Allocation Program. See Placid Oil based on the existence of a gret3 Inequity
Company, 3 PEA Par. 83,158 (April 9, 1976), where a gas utility demonstrate that: (1)
and the cases cited therein, its customers or the economy of Its service

area will-be adversely affected In a dIspro-
E rnmxI&'s PnornAr-SEcoo 211.67 portionate manner in the absence of excep-
A number of small and Independent fe-- tion relief; (11) the curtailment of natural

fine have submitted requests for exceptions gas which the firm Is likely to experience Is
from the provisions of the PEA Old Oi En- more extensive than that of most other na-
titlements Program- Section 211.67 of the tural gas utilities; and (III) the firm as
PEA Regulations is designed to remedy the pursued without success all other reasonable-
economic distortion crested by an unequal means through which It might obtain relief
distribution of low cost domestic crude oil from any difficulties which It Is experiencing.
among- refiners. The program requires re- See, e.g., City of Huntsville Gas System,
finers whose ac-ess to old crude oil exceeds 3 PEA Par. 83,073 (January 10. 1978); City of
the adjusted national old ol supply ratio to Unkon Utility Department. 3 PEA Par. 83,071
purchase entitlements. On the other hand. (January 15, 1976); Great River Gas Co.,
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2 rEA Par. C0.=3 (July 7. 1975); Union Elec-
tric Co., 2 EA. Par 83,183 (June 10, 1975);
Kokomo Gas and Fuel Co., 2 PEA Par. 83.166
(June 6, 1975); and Dayton Power and Light
Co., 2 PEA Par. 83,165 (June 2, 1975). Al-
though the PEA. has held that it will not
grant exceptloxl relief on the basis of specu-
lative concern a5 to the severity of a.prospec-
tive coming winter reason (see Westfield Gas
Corp. 2 FEA Par. 83.273 (August 29. 1975) J.
the F±±as alo stated that it will process
In an expeditious manner applications sub-
mitted by natural ga utilities which mak a
showinS that the area which they serve is In
fact experienclng an unusually severe winter
and that, as a conureueftce, their customers
are banlm adversely affected in a dispropor-
tfonate manner by natural gas curtatmentz.
See Citizen Gas andc CoTe Utillty. 2 PEA Par.
89.X9 0 October 7, 19751

Pncz R==0r o. T= B.asn 02 UNnzrs-rA-
Tzvz PPnicrn or -A Esromrcz DA= xis r2=
PAsT Visest Is Usxn To Go-,,, FzsuaE
Co.;nrCr-PsA
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.The YEA Price Regulations establish maxi-
mum permizsible prices which a firm may
ehar e for particular petroleum -products,
based. In large part upon the pricer which
the firm Charged for the products on a spe-
cific bwe date in the past. The PM&. has
generally granted exception relief permitting
refinern and resellers to increase their prices
above tne maximum permissble levels based
on a finding of gross inequity where a firm
demonstrate- that: (1) unusual or anomalous
eventz have cccurred with respect to the firm
during the base period: (ii) these conditions
seriously dLatorc the Intended use of the
bhae pedic for measurement purposes as a
relative:y normal and customary period of
business activity; and (iii) . the distortion
that resulted adversely affects the firm in a
significant mannei. See, e.g, Union Oil Com-
pany of California, 3 PEA Par 83,155 (April 2.
1076): Hane" Oil Company. 2 PEA Par.
83,312 tOctober 3. 1975); Taylor Butane
Company, Inc.. 2 PEA Par. 20,725 (Decem-
ber G. 1974); lKerr-McGee Corporation. 1 PEA
Par. 20,058 (September 12. 1974): and Tri-
Gas Service. Inc, I PEA Par. 20,624 (July 2,
1974). In addition to satlsfylng the criteria
described above, a refiner reeking exception
relief of this nature must als demonstrate
that the unusually low price which it charged
for the petroleum product on the reference
date is not offeet by an Unusually high price
for another product which It refines and
sells. See Union e11 Company of California,
aupra.

PaRICE %rn 0vl-rez CMunr On. Pzoarox-
PAjrr 212, SMSPrrD

The PEA hs approved exception relief
from the price rules applicable to producers
of crude oil on a finding of gross Inequity
where those regulations result in a signf-
cant economic disincentive to the continua-
tion or an ongoing production operation. In
order to meet this standard, a persuasive
Chowing must he made that:

(1) A firm.has little economic incentive to
continue to produce crude ol if It is required
to cell It3 products et the lower tier ceilng
price levels;

(11) There is little possibility that the
crude oil In the fleld could be recovered
except through the continuation of the firm's
operation: and

(I1) The wells Involved are already part
of a continuous extraction operation.

See. eg-. West Oil Co, a PEA P--r. 83,184
(May 7, 1976); William. IL Player & Associ-
atea, 3 PEA Par. 83,181 (April 9. 1976); and
Great Southern On1 & Gas Co. a PEA Par.
83,124 (March 9. 1976). In determining
whether or- not an economi- incentive to
continue to produce crude oil exists, a com-
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parison is generally made of the net revenues
generated by the extraction operation for the
benefit of the applicant with the cash oper-
aing expenses which are incurred.

The FEA has alsoapproved exception re-
lief on gross inequity grounds in a number
of cases in which it found that the crude oil
pricing regulations seriously impeded a firm
from undertaking a capital investment proj-
ect which would result in the production of a
significant quantity of crude oil that would
otherwise not be recovered. See Central Hi-
light Unit, 4 PEA Par .------- (October 8,
1976); General Crude Oil Co., 4 FEA Par.
83,104 (September 21, 1976); Austral Oil Co.,
4 FEA Par. 83,004 (July 15, 1976); Rickelson
Oil & Gas Co., 3 FEA Par. 83,217 (June 7,
1976); and A & N Pr6ducing Services, Inc., 3
PEA Par. 83,172 (April 26, 1976). In those De-
cisions the FEA determined that:

(i) If the capital investment were not
made, substantial quantities of crude oil
would not be recovered;

(11) under current FEA Regulations the
crude oil produced as a result of the invest-
ment would be sold at lower tier ceiling
prices; and

(ill) the particular investment would be
uneconomic if the crude oil produced were
sold at-lower tier ceiling prices.

In determining the specific nature of the
exception relief approved in these cases, the
following fundamental principles have been
applied:

(I)' the exception relief granted should
permit the firm to reasonably make the capi-
tal investment necessary to produce the
crude oil which would otherwise be unre-
covered; and

(i) the relief granted should not provide
the firm with windfall profits.

In addition, the PEA has granted excep-
tion relief in certain cases which eliminates
a- firm's current cumulative crude oil de-
ficiency. The PEA has provided this relief
based on a finding of gross inequity where
a firm demonstrates that the cumulative de-
ficiency provisions became operative because:

(i) unusual or anomalous events occurred
with respect to the firm during the base
period;

(ii) those conditions seriously distort the
intended use of the. base period for measure-
ment purposes as a relatively normal and
customary period of business activity; and

(i1) the distortion that results adversely
affects the firm in a significant manner. See,
e.g, Tenneco Oil Co.,, 2 FEA Par. 83,108
(March 31,19.75). --

RESALE or CaubE OIL-SEcTION 212.93(b)

Resellers and retailers of covered petro-
leum products are generally required to base
their selling prices for these products on
prices which prevailed on May 15, 1973, sub-
ject to certain adjustments. One adjustment
is set forth in Sectlon 212.93 (b) of the FEA
Regulations, permitting certain resellers and
retailers to increase their selling prices to
reflect a portion of the non-product cost in-
creases incurred since May 15, 1973. Resellers
of crude oil, however, do not qualify for this
adjustment under the existing FEA Regula-
tions. In Marvin E. Boyer Co., Inc., 3 FEA
Par. 83,088 (January 30, 1976), the PEA es-
tablished the standards which it would ap-
ply in evaluating an application by a crude
oil reseller for exception relief permitting it
to recover the non-product costs whIlch it has
incurred. As set forth in that Decision, ex-
ception relief will be granted based on a
finding that a gross inequity exists if an in'-
dependent marketer of crude oil is experi-
encing an economic disincentive to continue
its reselling operations as a result of the
provisions of Section 212.93. The FEA deter-
mined that a crude oil reseller is entitled to
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special protection under Section 4(b) (1) of
the Emergency Petroleum Allocation Act of
1973, as amended. The PEA also found that
the extent to which a reseller of crude oil is
permitted to reflect its non-product cost in-
creases in its selling prices pursuant to the
provisions of the PEA Regulations differs
significantly from the extent to which refin-
ers are permitted to recover their non-prod-
uct costs.

NON-PRODucT COST PASSTHRdUG ON AVIATION
FUEL-PART 212, SUBPART F

The PEA has considered a number of ex-
ception applications submitted by Fixed Base
Operators requesting exception relief from
the provisions of Part 212, Subpart F of the
PEA Mandatory Petroleum Price Regulations.
Subpart F of the FEA Price Regulations gen-
erally provides that a reseller or retailer of
petroleunproducts may not charge a price
for any covered product which exceeds the
weighted average price at which the item
was lawfully priced in transactions with the
class of purchaser concerned on May 15, 1973,
plus an amount which reflects, on a dollar-
for-dollar basis, increased costs of the item.
The PEA Regulations also provide that a
Fixed Base Operator selling aviation fuel in
a retail operation -may reflect certain in-
creased non-product expenses in its selling
price . Section 212.93 (b) (2) (i) (B) provides
that, as of December 1975, a Fixed Base Op-
erator may charge three cents per gallon in
excess of the amount otherwise permitted
to reflect increases in non-product costs in-
curred after May 15, 1973. In considering
requests for exceptions to increase prices to
reflect larger non-product cost increases, the
PEA has determined that exception relief Is
appropriate if the Fixed Base Operator can
demonstrate that the nonproduct costs In-
curred which are not subject to the control
of the operator have increased substantially
more than the three cents per gallon per-
mitted to be passed through in Section 212.
93(b) (2) (1) (B). In order to receive exception
relief, the Fixed Base Operator must also es-
tablish that the absorption of the increased
non-product costs would cause the firm to
experience serious financial difficulties. See,
e.g., Butler Aviation International Inc., 3
PEA Par. 83,044 (December 15, 1975); Mid-
coast Aviation Services, Inc., 2 PEA Par. 83,-
249 (August 22, 1975) ; International Aviation
Industries, Inc., 2 PEA Par. 80,562 (larch 26,
1975); and Butler Aviation International,
Inc., 1 FEA Par. 20,685 (October 25, 1974).
The PEA has also provided exception relief
teqixed Base Operators to alleviate a gross
Inequity resulting from the application of
Part 212, Subpart F, in cases in which a'frm's
May 15, 1973 mark-up for aviation fuel was
significantly less than the average mark-up
of comparable sellers in the same marketing
area. The PEA found that the use of the May
15, 1973 date seriously distorts the intended
use of that date as a relatively normal period
of measurement for business activity, there-
by causing the firm to incur significant fi-
nancial difficulties which warrant- exception
relief. See Holland Plight Service, 3 PEA Par.
80,525 (December 8, 1975).

NO-PRODUCT COST PASSTBsROUGH IN SALES OF
NATURAL GAS LIQUID PRODUCTS-PART 212,
SUBPART K
The PEA has considered a number of ex-

ception applications submitted by gas plant
owners and gas plant operators from the pro-
visions of Subpart X of the PEA Mandatory
Petroleum Price Regulations. Subpart K of
the Regulations generally provides that the
maximum allowable price for natural gas
liquids and natural gas liquid products sold
to a class of purchaser Is the weighted aver-
age price at which each product was lawfully

priced to that class on May 15, 1973 or the
adjusted first sale price sot forth in Section
212.164. In addition, the provisions of Sub-
part K generally provide that a natural gas,
plant operator may Increase the price of
natural gas liquids and natural gas liquid
products on a dollar-for-dollar basis to reflect
(1) increased non-product costs attributable
to the production of natural gas liquids and
natural gas liquid products incurred since
May 15, 1973, up to an amount which Is not
in excess of the $.005 per gallon pastbrough
permitted under Section 212.165, (i) in-
creased product costs, including the in-
creased cost of natural gas shrinkage betwen
the month of May 1973 and the currolit
month; and (i) increased product costa not
recovered In previous months. The PEA has
determined that, as a general rule, excep-
tion relief will be granted to any natural gas
processor which can demonstrate that the
non-product costs which it has incurred
since May 1973 at its gas processing plant
have increased substantially In excess of the
passthrough permitted under the provisions
of Section 212.165. See, e.g., Sun Oil Co., 3
PEA Par. 83,102 (Febrtlary 13, 1976): Farm-
land Industries, Inc, 3 IEA Par. 83,080
(January 23, 1976); Shell Oil Co., 3 PEA Par.
83,049 (December 15, 1975), Beacon Gasoline
Co., 2 FEA Par. 80,708 (October 21, 1975):
McCulloch Gas Processing Corp., 2 PEA Par.
80,693 (September 30, 1975); and Superior
Oil Co., 2 PEA Par. 83,271 (August 29, 1975).
As set forth in the Farmland Decision, the
PEA has determined that for purpozes of Its
exception analysis the measurement of non-
product cost increases for natural gas proc-
essors will be based only on actual cash ex-
pense Items and that 'depreciation will be
excluded from the expense Items considered
since it does not represent an actual out-of-
pocket cost. The PEA has also granted excep-
tion relief to refiners to alleviate a similar
gross inequity which would otherwise result
from the application of the provi~ions of 10
CPR, Part 212, Subpart K.

PILINO Or FORMs

In order to fulfill its obligations under the
Emergency Petroleum Allocation Act of 1073,
the Federal Energy Administration Act of
1974, the Energy Policy and Conservation Act
of 1975, and the Energy Conservation and
Production Act of 1976, the Federal Energy
Administration requires that firms which
are subject to its Jurisdiction submit data
on a variety of subjects. A number of firms
have sought exception relief which would
exempt them from filing particular forms.
These requests have been denied where the
firm failed to show that it was unable to
compile the required information, that the
preparation of the form In question would
result in a serious financial hardship to the
firm or significantly disrupt the firm's op-
erations, or that the burden to the firm in
filing the form was significantly different
from that encountered by similar firms, See,
e.g., Hunt Oil Company, 3 PEA Par. 83,041
(December 12, 1975), and Gomeg 0il Com-
pany, 1 PEA Par. 20,668 (September 12, 1974).
In TV. Phillips QIl and Gas Company, 3 "
FEA Par. 80,663 (July 1, 1976), however, the
FEA relieved the firm of its obligation to sub-
mit the Underground Gas Storage Report
form. The PEA hold that Phillips Was
uniquely affected by the PEA's filing require-
ments would significantly impede the firm's
operations, and that the firm would encoun-
ter a considerable burden in making the
modifications in its system necessary to de-
velop ,the data required by the form On
the bsis of these findings, the IEA held
thst Phillips was adversely affected by the
FEA regulatory requirements In such a dL-
proportionate manner as to warrant the ap-
proval of exception relief.
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R" NE AcAUsrIboNs (2) Whether payment of the fee (or otherA Of refners have filed exception action required under Part 213) would noA'number thfier E f ece n affect the operations of the firm applying

tonapmt Appeals requesting administafive for exception relief as to cause a aIgnlficantielef in order to faclietate the acquisition o reduction in service or threaten interrup-
:reiefin rde tfa~lltte hecqusitonoftions in Eervice to present customenga refinery. Exception relief Is often required (3) Wheter pment t ol d-uder hese circumstances because The (3) Whether payment of the fee w'ould ad-

--undatory Petroleum Allocation nd Price versely affect the firm applying for exception
lundtor Perolum lloctio cid Picerelief In a manner which threatens its finan-Regulations are not specifically designed to l viability In terms of Its proiltablity,

apply to the unusual conditions arising from clquldty, or the stability of Its operafon
the-would place the iral at a srefifncrnt Aom-
the particular relief granted in each case pettive di dvantage n a market in which
depends ripon the analysis of the complex the firm operates, or would otherwise sgunlfl-ailocationand pricing relationships between cantly reduce competition;
the refinery being acquired and the other re- (4) Whether the firm applying for excep-
finery operations- owned by either the pur-- tion relief Is likely to nctir a significant do-
chaser -or -the seller, the PEA has generally, terloration In Its current operating posture
granted relief which: (1) permits the pur- in contrast with historic levels as a result of
chaser to determine Its maximum allowable its inability due to competitive conditlon3 to
-prices by refere ce to the acquired refinery's increase its prices to reflectlmport licence
allocated May 15, 1973 pri!fl-and May 1973 f
product and non-:product costs (see Atlantic (5) Whether the firm makes a convincing
Richfield Co.; C F Petroleum Co., 3 FEA. Par, showing that adequate domestic supplies of
83,177 (May 14, -1976); Russel B. Newton, 3 suitable product at competitive prices are not
PEA Par, 83,138 (March 23, 1976)); (i) per- available. 41 Fed. Reg. at 22343.

nmits the purchaser to" utilize the acquired
refinery's allocated-product and non-product - CLss ELXPIONS
cost "banks" (see Russel B. Newton, supra); Several requests for clan exception relief
(III) reassigns base period purchasers and eo been filed with the FEA Offlce of
suppliers to the new .operator of the re- Eeptions and Appeals. See, e.g, Class Ex-
inery (see Asamera Oil (U.S.) Inc., 3 F ception-Retroactive Application of the Sep-

Par. 83,205 (May 25, 1976)); (iv) permits the arate Inventories Amendment, 4 PEA Par.
sale of covered product Inventories to the (September 24; 1970); National LP-
purchaser without frst.including such prod. Gas Association, 3 FEA. Par. 83,047 (December
ucts in the allocable supply of the refinery 15, 1975); Class Exception-etroactIve Ap-
seller _(see Asamera- Oil (U.S.) Inc., supra); plicatlon of Subpart K. 2 PEA Par. 84,901
(v) permits the purchaser to include In the (Augus 29. 1975); County of Ban DIego, 1
calculation of its cost of purchased crude oil FEA Pa. 20.667 (September 17, 1974); and
the cost of crude oil inventories purchased Small Business Administration, 1 PEA Par.
-nd the cost of crude oil iAfined into refined 21,102 (Afay 10, 1974). In reviewing applica-
products- inventories purchased and to In- tions for class exception relief, the PEA haa
elude in. the calculation of Increased non- first considered whether the. applicant rep-
product costs the cost of purchasing Inven- resents a separate and distinct class of firma
tories of refined petroleum products In ex- which, In the absence of exception relief.
cess of the cost of the crude oil used In pro- would experience burdens different" from
duding those products (see The Oil Shale thozQ experienced by other firms subject to
Corp.; Phillips Petroleum Co., 3 PEA Par the same regulatory provisions. See, e g.
83,139- (March 23, :i976)); and (vi) adjusts Class Exception-Retroactive Applicatlon of
the obligations and benfits-of the purchaser ,the Separate Inventories Amendment (Sup-
and the seller under the Crude Oil Alloca- plemental Order). 4 PEA Par .---- (Novem-
tlion. Program and the Old Ol Entitlements ber 4, 1976) ; and County of San Dlego, supra.
Program- (see Atlantic Richfield Co.: C P In determining whether this standard has
Peti oleum Inc, -supra). been satisfied for purposes of the adminlstra-

OM Ias-ORT CASss-PART 213 tive class action proceeding, the EA. bas
considered a number of factors, includingOn Jun Z, 1976, the Federal Energy Ad- various judicial decisions and Rule No. 23

ministration amended the crit&ia under of the Federal Rules of Civil Prdcedure. PRCP
whi[h .exception relief will be granted from Rule No. 23 provides that a clan action may
the generally ap pllcable requirements of Part be maintained:
21a (Oil Imports). See-41 Fed. Reg. 22341 If (1) the class Isso numerous that joinder

_ (June 3, 1976). Part 213 generally deals with of all members Is Impracticable, (2) there
license fees paid on the importation Into the are questions of law or fact common to the
United States -of crude oil and other un- class, (3) the claims or defenses 6f the rep-
finished and finished petroleum" products. resentative parties are typical of the claims
-The PEA now considers requests for excep- or defenses of the class, and (4) the repre-
tion. from Part 213 on the basis of the gross -sentative parties will fairly and adequately

-nequity and serious hardship criteria de- protect the interests of the cla=.
veloped under -the PNA's generally developed See Class Exception-Retroactive Applica-

- case law. On June 3, 1976, the PEA also is- tions of the Separate Inventories Amend-
suec" Guidelines 'ith respect to the issues ment, supra. If the PEA concludes that a

- that arise in Part 213 cases. Although the class has been properly formed, an. eviden-
Guidelines are not controlling,they are given tiary showing must then be made In accord-
careful scrutiny when -a flti requests an ance with applicable PEA precedents that
exception from the license fed provisions of the members of the clan will be subject to a
Part 213 on the grounds of _Yexceptlonal serious hardship or a grom Inequity unless

a. rdship." According to the Guidelines, the exception relief is gronted. See. eg., Cl s
following issues are given particular consid- Exception-Retroactive Application of the
erat on in the analysis of exception refunds: Separate Inventories Amendment (Supple-

-(-1) Whether payment of the fee (or otherS
action required under Part 213) would lead mental Order), supra: and National LP-Gas
to a result unintended by lroclamation No. Association. supra, and the cases cited
3279, -as amended, or- would lmpede Ir- therein.
portant 7national energy policy objectives, BZQUEsrs ron Srzs
Including tae furtherance of competition at

- y level of distribution in -the petroleum Section 20525(b) of the PEA Procedural
I . Industry and the encouragement of market Regulations sets forth the criteria which the

" entry; - EA Is to use In considering requests for a

- 50S61

stay'. 10 CFR 2f.1251b). These criterIa
include:

(1) A showing that Irreparable Injury w.l
result In the eent that the stay is denied;

(2) rzhowing that denial of the stay will
result In a more Immediate serious; hardship
or gros luf'qulty to the applicant than to the
other per-ons affected by the proceeding;

(3) A Ehowing that it would be desirable
for public policy or other reaons to preserve
the ctatus quo ante pending a decision on
the merit of the appeal or exception-

(4) A Ehowing that it is impassible for the
applicant to fulfll the requirements of the
original order; nd

5) A chowing that there Is a likelihbcd of
cucce.i on the merit. 10 CFR 205.125(b); 33
Fed. Reg6. 35472 (Oz-tober 1, 1974).

In applying thcze criteria, the PEA has de-
veloped a particular stndard with respect to
requests that the PEA stay provisions of a
Remedial Order which direct a firm to make
refunds for Violatlons-of the PEA Manda-
tory Petroleum Price Regulations. The FEA.
hs, gencrally stayed the refund requirements

* of a Remedial Order where the stay appli-
cant chowa that:

(1) The firm ba raised substantial Issues
concerning the propriety or the Remedial
Order or the firmra eligibility for exceptiao
relief; and

$11) In the absence of a stay the firm is
likely to Incur an Irreparable Injury If it is
succcssful on the merits of Its Appeal or Ap-
plicatlon for Exception. See, e.g. Varibu
Corp. 4 PEA Par. ---- (October 23, 1976);
Cities Service Co, 4 PEA Par. - (Octo-
ber 12. 197G); and General Crude Oil Co 3
FEA Par. 85,040 (June 25, 1976). The PEA
Indicated in those Decislans that Irreparable
Injury would result where a firm which w.s
succesful in Its Appeal would encounter an
Inordinate degfee of difficulty in recovering
the funds which it may have remitted pur-
suant to the Remedial Order.
-In thoce case Where the PEA has staved
the refund provilons of a Remedial Order.
the PEA has generally conditioned the stay
upon the establishment of an escrow account
in which the disputed funds are depositedL
The escrow account Is required except where
the applicant demon-trates a very substan-
tial probability of uccess on the, merits or
that It will Incur a serious fliuanclal hardship
If It Is required to establish the escrow ac-
count. See Varibus Corp. supra Cities
Service Co. supra; and General Crude Oil
Co,. supra.

Rn1n0ACrT ExcakO' N m.

tions. In thes-* applications, firms usually re-
quE-t a reduction In their outstanding obl-
Eations or an Increase In their rights which
accrued during a. prior period. In addition,
submisslons are received in which an in-
crease In future rights or reduction in fu-
ture obligations I, requested for the pur-
poso of remedying a gross inequity or serious
hardrblp which v.= experienced during a
prior period. Thece types or applications are
considered Tequests for retroactive exception
relief. In evaluating these requests, the PEA
has conaLAently held that retroactive excep-
tion relief will be granted only if an appli-
cant in addition to satisfying the criteria
applicable to all ezceptIon requests, shows
Compelling recsons Why retroactive excep-
tion relief I- warranted or that it would -x- -
perience n Irreparable and severe Injury in
the absence of retroactive exception relief.
See. e.g, Marvin r- Boyer Oil C*. 4 PEA Par.
80,W0 (July 23, 975); Butler Avration Intl
Inc., 3 PEA Par. 80584 (February 24, 1976);
and Fletcher Oil & Reflning Co. 2 PEA Par.
80,63 (June 30, 1975). One of the principal
policy consideratimpU underlying the PEA'xs
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stringent position concerning retroactive ex-
ceptions is the danger that retroactive excep-
tions, by tending to ratify violations of the
FEA Regulations, may diminish the Incen-
tive which firms in the petroleum industry
have to learn the applicable law and even
encourage noncompliance with the law,
thereby frustrating the effectuation of im-
portant statffto-y objectives. The FEA's posi-
tion also reflects a concern that third par-
ties who have acted in.reliance upon ap-
parently fixed rights might be injured by the
approval of retroactive relief, and that there
may be a disruptive Impact upon the econ-
omy if market transactionis which have al-
ready occurred and established business re-
lationships are disturbed.

In the context of considering a request for
retroactive relief, the PEA has construed se-
vere and irreparable injury to signify such
a severe financial hardship so as to preclude
the firm from continuing its essential op-
erations. See e.g., Butler Aviation Intl, Inc.,
supra; and C & H Refinery, Inc., 3 PEA Par.
80,532 (December 15, 1975). Compelling rea-
sons warranting the approval of exception re-
lef retroactive to the date on which an ex-
ception application was filed have been found
to exist where undue administrative delay in
processing the application has exacerbated
a gross Ineclity or serious hardship experi-
enced by the firm. See Skelly Oil Co., 2 FM
Par. 80,544 (July 17, 1975); Nforthwest Pipe-
line Corp., 2 PEA Par. 80,554 (Mlarch 20,
1975); Tr-Gas Service, Inc, 1 PEA Par.
20,169 (October 25, 1974); and Greenwich
Oil Co., 1 PEA Par. 20,149 (September 19,'
1974). Similarly, the PEA has held that a
particularly strong showing of justifiable det-
rimental reliance upon PEA action may fur-
nish compelling reasons for granting retro-
active exception relief. Austral Oil Co., 3 PEA
Par. 83,122 (larch 8,1976).

It should be noted that retroactive excep-
tion relief has generally been denied to firms
which have failed to, seek relief in a timely
and prudent manner. See, e.g., Butler Avia-
tion Int'l, Inc., supra.

ColN UsoN
The exceptions process is continually

evolving. The standards set forth in the
preceding sections reflect the application of
the serious hardship and gross inequity.
criteria to specific factual situations over
a period of time. Through the method of
case-by-case determination, the P11 has
attempted to balance the intended goals of
the particular regulations from which relief
is sought, the need for regulatory uniform-
ity, the specific policy goals of the agency,
the current and projected condition of the
particular markets affected by the individual
application, and the impact of the agency's
action on the applicant, other members of
the petroleum industry and consumers. The
conditions under vhich exception relief will
be approved as described in the preceding
sections are the result of this balancing
process and provide a framework under
which future exception applications will be
evaluated. It must be emphasized, however,
that each exception application is consid-
ered individually, on the basis of the par-
ticular factual circumstances presented in
the case, and no two cases present the iden-
tical factual situation. To the extent-that
future exception applications differ from the
cases which have already been considered;
new criteria will be developed to accom-
modate the new circumstances. These cri-
teria will be set forth in future decisions
of the PEA which will then serve as
precedent for the consideration of subse-
quent applications.

[PR Doc.76-34065 Piled 11-15-76;3:52 pr]

GULF OIL CORP.

Issuance of Order Changing Method of
Supplying Wholesale Purchasers

The Federal Energy Administration
(PEA) hereby gives notice that on Nov-
ember 5, 1976, PEA issued a Decision and
Order to Gulf Oil Corporation (Gulf),
Houston, Texas, terminating Gulf's sup-
pller/purchaser relationships established
under 10 CPR 211.9 with wholesale pur-
chasers of motor -gasoline in Gulf's
Northern California, Northern Nevada,
Washington, and Oregon marketing
area (herein referred to as the "affected
marketing area").

.PEA issued the November 5, 19i76De-
cision and Order pursuant to 10 CFR
205.90 et seq. and 211.14(d).

Gulf's application was filed umder 10
CPR 211.14(d), and was based on Gulf's
intention to withdraw totally from the
affected marketing area following the
closing and sale of its Hercules, Califor-
nia, refinery, The Decision and Order
covers Gulf wholesale purchasers whose
base period volumes of motor gasoline
total approximately 19,000 barrels per
day (b/d), consisting of approximately
14,750 b/d for-nonbranded independent
marketers, 4,100 b/d for Gulf retail sales
outlets (of which. approximately 2,200
b/d is for dealer operated stations and
1,900 b/d is for company operated sta-
tions) and less than 100 b/d for whole-
sale purchaser consumers. The Decision
and Order terminates Gulf's supplier/
purchaser relationships with all of its
motor gasoline wholesale purchasers in
the affected marketing area, including its
retail sales outlets, effective December 1,
1976, where the .wholesale purchaser is
able to locate a suitable willing supplier
by that date, and effective January -1,
1977, in all other cases. The delayed ef-
fective date is to allow wholesale pur-
chasers an opportunity to coordinate
their efforts to find suppliers with the
appropriate PEA Regional Office. In is-
suing the Decision and Order, PEA noted
that Gulf had indicated that It would"give consideration to the sale of its retail
sales outlet to the dealers who operated
them. In addition, PEA did not relieve
Gulf from private contractual obliga-
tions to the-extent that such obligations
are not inconsistent with the terms of the
Decision and Order and the Mandatory
Petroleum Allocation Regulations.

Copies of the November 5, 1976 Deci-
sion and Order and a 'file containing all
information and data filed in conjunc-
tion with Gulf's application, other than
confidential business information which
PEA has determined to bi exempt from
the disclosure requrements of 5 U.S.C.
552, are available for public inspection
and copying at the PEA Freedom of In-
formation Library, Room 2107, Federal
Building, 12th and Pennsylvania Avenue,
NW., Washington, D.C., at the PEA's Re-
gional Offices at 111 Pine Street, San
Francisco, California, and 915 Second
Avenue, Seattle, Washington, between
the hours of 8 a.m. and 4:30 p.m., es.t.
and ps.t., respectively, Monday through
Friday, except Federal holidays.

In accordance with the provisions of 10
CFR Part 205, an aggrieved party may
file an appeal of the Decision and Order
with the Federal Energy Administration.
The provisions of 10 CFR Part 205, Sub-
part H, set forth the procedures and cri-
teria which govern the filing and doter-
2rination of any such appeal. For pur-
poses of these regulations, the date of
service of notice shall be deemed to be
the date of publication of this notice or
the date of receipt by an aggrieved per-
son of actual notice, whichever occurs
first.

DAVID G. WILSON,
Acting General Counsel.

NOVEMBER 12, 1976.
[PR Doc.76-33989 Piled 11-f5-76;10:30 am]

FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION
ASSOCIATED LATIN AMERICAN FREIGHT

CONFERENCES COOPERATIVE WORK-
ING AGREEMENT

Agreement Filed
Notice is hereby given that the follow-

•ing agreement, accompanied by a state-
ment of justification, has been filed with
the Commission for approval pursuant
to section 15 of the Shipping Act, 1916,
as amended (39 Stat. 733, 75 Stat, 763, 46
U.S.C. 814).

Interested parties may Inspect and ob-
tain a copy of the agreement and the
statement of justification at the Wash-
ington office of the Federal Maritime
Commission, 1100 L Street, N.W., Room
10126; or may Inspect the agreement and
the statement of justification at ,the
Field Offices located at New York, N.Y.,
New Orleans, Louisiana, San Francisco,
California and Old San Juanl, Puerto
Rico. Comments on such agreements, in-
cluding requests for hearlng, may be sub-
mitted to the Secretary, Federal Marl-
time Commission, Washington, D.C.
20573, on or before November 29, 1970.
Any person desiring a hearing on the
proposed agreement shall provide a clear
and concise statement of the matters
upon which they desire to adduce evi-
dence. An allegation of discrimination
or unfairness shall be accompanied by a
statement describing the discrimination
or unfaiiness with particularity. If a
violation of the Act or detriment to the
commerce of the United States is alleged,
the statement shall set forth with partic.

-ularity the acts and circumstances said
to constitute such violation or detriment
to commerce.

A copy of any such statement should
also be forwarded to the party filing the
agreement (as indicated hereinafter)
and the statement should Indicate that
this has been done.

Notice of Agreement Filed by:
Wade S. Hooker, Jr., Esquire, Caey, Lane &

Mittendorf, 26 Broadway, New York, New
York 10004.

Agreement No, 9876-2 modifies tlo
joint cooperative working agreement
among the ten Latin American Freight
Conferences operating In the trades be-
tween the United States and Latin Amer-
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ica to provide ALAFC with the ability as
a single party to enter into any agree-
ment, understanding or arrangement
with any carrier, conference, other as-
sociation of conferences or other person.

DatedNovember 15, 1976.
/FANCIsC. HUR=,

Secretary.
[FR Doc.76-34006 'iled'l -17-76;8:45 am]

DELTA STEAMSHIP LINES,, INC. ET AL
Agreement Filed

Notice Is hereby given that the follow-
Ing -agreement has been Med with -the
Commission for approval pursuant to
section 15 of the Shipping Act, 1916, as
amended (39 -Stat. 733, 75 Stat. 763, 46
U.S.C: 814).

Interested parties may inspect and ob-
tain a copy of the agreement at the
Washington office of the Federal Marl-
time Commission, 1100 L Street, N.W.,
Room 10126; or may inspect the agree-.
ment at the Field Offices located at New
York, N.Y.; New-Orleans, Louisiana, San
Francisco, California and San Juan,
Puerto -Rico. Comments on such agree-
ments, including requests for hearing,
may be submitted to the Secretary, Fed-
eral Maritime.Commissio, Washington,
D.C. 20573; on or before December 8,
1976. Any persori desiring a hearing on
the proposed agreement shall provide a
clear and concise statement of the mat-
ters upon which-they desire -to adduce
evidence. Anallegation of discrimination-
or unfairness shall be accompanied by a
statement describing the discrimination
or unfairness with particularity. If a vio-
lation of the Act or d~trlment to the
commerce of the United States is alleged,
the statement shall set foith with par-
ticularity the acts and circumstances said
to constitute such violation or detriment
to commerce.'

A copy of any such statement should
also be forwarded to the party filing the
agreement -(as Indicated hiereinafter)
and the statement should indicate that

-this has been done.
Notice of Agreement Fied by: -

Fred A. Wendt, Senior Vice President, Traf-
ne -and Sales, Delta Steamship Lines, Inc.
1700 International Trade Mart, New Or-
-leans, Louilsfa '70150.

Agreement No. 9848-4, by and among
Delta Steamship Lines, Inc., Companhia
de Navegacao Lloyd Brasileiro and Com-
panhia de Navegacao Maritinia Nacional,
modifies the basic pooling, sailing and
equal access agreement by admitting
Companhia de Navegacao laritima Na-
cional as a-participant in the pool. Said
participation will be as a joint member

-with Companhia de Navegacao Lloyd
Brasileiro, and together, they will be
considered-as a single party to the agree-
ment.

By Order of the Federal Maritime
Commission.

Dated: N ovember 15, 1976.
FaLCos C. HRU-M,

* - Secretary.
[FR Doc.76-34005 Piled 11-17-76;8:45 am]

MOORE-McCORMACK LINES, INC. Er AL
AgreementFiled

Notice Is hereby given that the follow-
Ing agreement has been filed with the
Commission for approval pursuant to
section 15 of the Shipping Act, 1916, as
amended (391 Stat. 733, 75 Stat. 763, 46
U.S.C. 814).

Interested parties may Inspect and ob-
tain a copy of the agreement at the
Washington office of the Federal Mari-
time CommissIon, 1100 L Street, N.W,
Room 10126; or may Inspect the agree-
ment at the Field Offices located at New
York, N.Y., New Orleans, Louisiana, San
Francisco, California and Old San Juan,

-Puerto Rico. Comments on such agree-
Xlents, including requests for hearing,
maylbe submitted to the Secretary, Fed-
eral Maritime Commission, Washington,
D.C. 20573, on or before December 8,
1976. Any person desiring a hearing on
the proposed agreement shall provide a
clear and concise statement of the mat-
ters upon which they-desire to adduce
evidence. An allegation of discrimination
or unfairness shall be accompanied by a
statement describing the discrimination
or unfairness with particularity. If a
violation of the Act or detriment to the
commerce of the United States is alleged,
the statement shall set forth with par-
ticularity the acts and circumstances
said to constitute such violation or detri-
ment to commerce.

A copy of any such statement should
also'be forwarded to the party filing the
agreement- (as indicated hereinafter)
-and the statement should indicate that
this has been done.

Notice of Agreement Filed by:
Mr. John D. Straton, Jr., Drector-Rates

Conferences, Moore-McCormnk Lines, In-
corporated, Two Broadway, NeH York, N~ew
york 10004.

Agreement No. 9847-3, among Moore-
McCormack Lines, Incorporated, Com-
panhia de Navegacao Lloyd Brasleiro
and Compania de Navegacao Maritima
Netumar, modifies the basic pooling, sail-
ing and equal access to government-con-
trolled cargo agreement by providing (1)
for the Brazil a lines to operate as a
single party- to the agrdement; (2) for
separate accounting for container cargo
and break-bulk cargo; (3) that the par-
ties may increase or decrease their mini-
mum number of sailings by mutual
agreement upon notice to the Commis-
sion; and (4) for the establishment of a
Pool Committee to deal with all matters
relating to the operation of the agree-
ment.

The parties have also requestei that
the agreement, as amended above, be ap-
proved as of January 1, 1977, and be con-
tinued through December 31, 1980.

Dated: November 12, 1976.
F[NcRs C. R; my,

Secretary.
[FR Doe.76-34007 Piled 11-17-70;8:45 am]

REDERIAKrIEBOLAGET NORDSTJERNAN
(JOHNSON LINE) AND K/S NOSAC AIS
& CO.

Agreement Filed
Notice is hereby given that the follow-

Ing agreement has been filed with the
Commission for approval pursuant to
section 15 of the Shipping Act, 1916, as
amended (39 Stat. 733, 75 Stat. 763, 46
U.S.C. 814).

Interested fiartles may inspect and ob-
tain a copy of the agreement at the
Washington office of the Federal Mari-
time Commission, 1100 L Street, N.W.,
Room 10126; or may inspect the agree-
ment at the Field Offices located at New
Yorl:, N.Y., New Orleans, Louisiana, San-
Francisco, California and-Old San Juan,
Puerto Rico. Comments on such agree-
ments, including requests for hearing,
may be submitted to the Secretary, Fed-
eral Maritime Commirson.Washington,
D.C. 20573, on or before December 8,1976.
Any person desiring a hearing on the
proposed agreement shall provide a clear
and concise statement of the matters
upon which they desire to adduce evi-
dence. An allegation of discrimination or
unfairness shall be accompanied by a
statement describing the discrimination
or unfairness with particularity. If a vio-
lation of the Act or detriment to the
commerre of the United States is alleged,
the statement shall set forth with par-
ticlarity the acts and circumstances
said to constitute such violation or detri-
ment to commerce.

A copy of any such statement should
also be forwarded to the party filing the
agreement (as indicated hereinafter)
and the statement should indicate that
this has been done.

Notice of Agreement Filed by;
Wado S. Hooler, Jr., Esquire, Casey, Lane &

Mlttendorf. 26 Broadway, Ner York, New
York 10004.

Agreement No. 10141-1, between the
above-named parties, amends the basic
agreement of the cooperative working
arrangement to extend its authority for
an additional twelve-month period
through December 31, 1977.

By Order of the Federal Maritime
Commison.

Dated: November 12, 1976.
Fnswcrs C. HRumm,

Secretary. -
[FR Dzc.7C-103 Filed 11-17-76;8:45 am]

SECURITY FOR THE PROTECTION OF THE
PUBLIC; INDEMNIFICATION OF PASSEN-
GERS FOR NONPERFORMANCE OF
TRANSPORTATION
Issuance of Certificate [Performance]

Notice is hereby given that the follow-
Ing have been issued a Certificate of Fi-
nanclal Responsibility for Indemnlfica-
tion of Passengers for Nonperformance
of Transportation pursuant to the pro-
visions of Section 3, Public Law 89-777
(80 Stat. 1357, 1358) and Federal Mari-
time Commission General Order 20, as
amended (46 CFR Part 540):
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IKAVOUNIDES SHIPPING CO. S.A., TRAD-
ING AS, K-LINES HELLENIC CRUISES
C/O K-LINES HET4LENIC CRUISES, 521
FIFTH AVENUE, NEW YORK, NEW YORK
10017.

Dated: November 12, 1976.
FRANCIS C. Huan-y,

Secretary.
[FR.Doc.76-34011 Filed 11-17-76;8:45 am]

WEST COAST OF ITALY, SICILIAN & ADRI-
ATIC PORTS/NORTH ATLANTIC RANGE
CONFERENCE (WINAC)

Agreement Filed
Notice is hereby given that the follow-

ing agreement has been filed with the
Commission for approval pursuant to
section 15 of the Shipping Act/, 1916, as
amended (39 Stat. 733, 75 Stat. 763, 46
U.S.C. 814).

Interested parties may inspect and ob-
tain a copy of the agreement at the
Washington office of the Federal Mari-
time Commission, 1100 L Street, N.W.,
Room 10126, or may inspect the agree-
ment at the Field Offices located at New
York, N.Y,, New Orleans, La., San Juan,
Puerto Rico and San Francisco, Cali-
fornia. Comments on such agreements,
including requests for hearing, may be
submitted to the Secretary, Federal
Maritime Commis~ion, Waishington, D.C.
20573, on or before November 29, 1976.
Any person desiring a hearing on the
proposed agreement shall provide a clear
and concise statement of the matters
upon which ithey desire to adduce evi-
dence. An allegation of discrimination or
unfairness shall be accompanied by a
statement describing the discrimination
or unfairness with particularity. If a
violation-of the Act or detriment to the
commerce of the United States is alleged,
the statement shall set forth with par-
ticularity the acts and circumstances
said to constitute such violation or det-
riment to commerce.

A copy of any such statement should
also be forwarded to the party filing the
agreement (as indicated hereinafter)
and the statement should indicate that
this-has been done.
. Notice of Agreement Filed by:
Stanley 0. Sher, Esquire, BilUg, Sher & Jones,

P.C., Suite 300, 2033 K Street NW., Wash-
ington, D.C. 20006.

Agreement No. 2846-29-A is an adden-
dum to Agreement No. 2846-29 and pro-
vides that three outside carriers, Ameri-
can Export Lines, Inc., American Presi-
dent Lines, and Sea-Land Service, Inc.,
will join WINAC when and if Agreement
No. 2846-29 is approved

By Order of the Federal Maritime
Commission. I " .

Dated: November 12, 1976.

FRANcIS C. HURNEY,
Secretgry.

[FR Doc.76-34009 Filed 11-17-76;8:45 aml

WEST COAST OF ITALY, SICILIAN & ADRI-
ATIC PORTS/NORTH ATLANTIC RANGE
CONFERENCE (WINAC)

Agreement Filed
Notice is hereby given that the follow-

ing agreement has been filed with the
Commission for approval pursuant to
section 15 of the Shipping Act, 1916, as
amended (39 Stat. 733, 75 Stat. 763, 46
U.S.C. 814).

Interested parties may inspect and
obtain a copy of the agreement at the
Washington office of the Federal Mari-
time Commission, 1100 L Street, N.W.,
Room 10126, or may inspect the agree-
ment at the Field Offices located at New
York, N.Y., New Orleans, La., San Juan,
Puerto Rico and San Francisco, Cali-
fornia. Comments on such agreements,
including requests for hearing, may be
submitted to the Secretary, 'Federal
Maritime Commission, Washington, D.C.
20573, on or before November 29, 1976.
Any persof desiring a hearing on the
proposed agreement shall provide a clear
and concise Statement of the matters
upon which they desire to adduce evi-
dence. An allegation of discrimination
or unfairness shall be accompanied by a
statement describing the discrimination
or unfairness- with particularity. If a
violation of the Act or detriment to the
commerce of the United States'is alleged,
the statement shall set forth with par-
ticularity the acts and circumstances
said to constitute such violation or detri-
ment to commerce.

A copy of any such 'statement should
also be forwarded to the party filing the
agreement (as indicated hereinafter)
and the statement should indicate that
this has been done.

Notice of Agreement Filed by:
Stanley 0. Sher, Esquire, Billig, Sher & Jones,

-P.C., Suite 300, 2033 K Street, NW., %Vash-
ington, D.C. 20006.

Agreement No. 2846-g9, among the
members of the abovenamed conference
modifies the basic agreement by:

(1) Strengthening and clarifying cer-
tain obligations of the conference mem-
bers;

(2) Estabishing a new 'self-policing
system in the form of an unaffiliated out-
side entity, and setthig forth the pro-
cedural requirenents for the self-polic-
ing entity;

(3) Requiring unanimous consent of
all members n\etitled to vote for an
amendment to the agreement; and

(4) Establishing an independent ac-
tion provision.

By Order of the Federal Maritime
Commission.

Dated: November 12, 1976.
FNrCIs C. HUREY,

Secretary.
[FR Doc.76-34010 Filed 11-17-76;8:45 am]

FEDERAL MEDIATION AND
CONCILIATION SERVICE

HEALTH CARE INDUSTRY LABOR-
MANAGEMENT ADVISORY COMMITTEE

Meeting
Notice is hdreby given that the Fed-

eral Mediation and Conciliation Service
Health Care Industry Labor-Manage-
ment Advisory Committeo, in accord-
ance with section 10 of the Federal
Advisory Committee Act of October 6,
1972 (Public Law 92-463, 80 Stat. 710-
776), will meet on Monday, December 6,
1976, starting at 9:00 a.m., in Confer-
ence Room #414 of the Federal Media-
tion and Conciliation Service, 2100 X
Street, NW., Washington, D.C.

The agenda will include presentations
and discussions related to:
1. Recent tAICS activities.
2. Procedures and timing of Boards of In-

quiry-recent court 'decisions.
3. FMCS research on offocts of 1974 amend-

ments on collective bargaining in the
health care industry.

4. Providing FMICS mediators and Boards
with information.

Communications regarding thIs meet-
Ing should be addressed as follows:
Mr. John Wagner, Advisory ComnmIttoo

lanagement Officer and Special Assistant
to the Director, Federal Mediation and
=Conciliation Service, Washington, D.C.
20427.

Signed at Washington, D.C., this
twelfth day of November 1976.

JAIES F. SoEARC1,
National Director.

[FR Doc.7W-34115 Filed 11-17-76;8:45 am]

FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION
[Docket Nos. G-3072, et al.]

EXXON CORPORATION, ET AL.
Applications for Certificates, Abandonment

of Service and Petitions To Amend
,Certificates I

NOVEMBER 10, 196.
Take notice that each of the Appli-

cants listed herein has filed an applica-
tion or petition pursuant to section 7 of

- the Natural Gas Act for authorization to
sell natural gas in interstate commerce
or to abandon service as described here-,
in, all as more fully described in the re-
spective applications and amendments
which are on file with the Commission
and open to public Inspection.

Any persdn desiring to be heard or to
make any protest with reference to said
applications should on or before Decem-
ber 8, 1976, file with the Federal Power
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20420, pe-
titions to Intervene or protests in accord-
ance with the requirements of the Com-
mission's Rules of Practice and Proce-

1 Tlts notice does not provide for con-
soldation for hearing of the several matters
covered herein.
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-dure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10). All protests
filed with the Commission will be con-
sidered by it in determining the appro-
priate action to be .taken but will not
serve to make the protestants parties to
the proceeding. Persons wishing to be-
come parties to a proceeding or to-par-
ticipate as a party in any hearing therein
must-file petitions to intervene in ac-
cordance with the Commission's Rules.

Take further notice that, pursuant to
the authority contained in and subject
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the
Federal Power Commission by sections 7
and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and the
Commission's Rules of Practice and Pro-
eedure a hearing will be held without
further notice before the Commission on

Docket No.
and

date ined
- Applfcant

all apblications In which no petition to
intervene Is filed within the time re-
quired herein if the Commission on its
own review of the matter believes that a
grant of the certificates or the author-
iation for the proposed abandonment Is
required by the public convenience and
necessity. Where a petition for leave to
intervene is timely filed, or where the
Commission on it own motion believes
that a formal hearing is required, further
notice of such hearing will be duly given.

Under the procedure herein provided
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be
unnecessary for Applicants to appear or
to be represented at the hearing.

Ksnmre . PLUa,
Secretary.

Pre per Pres-
Purda, r and tnt, n I- oo it, Sure

G--307 -..... Exxon Corp.. P.O. Box 21>9, liou- TennLssce Gas 'ipeline Co., D15-
- D 10-1-76 ton, Tex.r-001. trlct 4 Are-, T.

-- 47 ------- The California Co., a Dirvon of Southern Natural Gas Co., West
-D-9-27-76 Chevron Oil Co., 1111 Tulane Black Bay Field, larquc.mlnes

Ave., New Orleans, la. 70112. Parlli. L.
CI6-53-......Mobil On Corp., 'Throo Groenway Northern Natural Gas Co.. East
D 9-24-76 Plam East, Suite M0, Ifeustoi, CLrk Area, larle County,

Te. 77046 Okla.
C .72-344. Exxon°Corp ............. . Tenuteso Gas Pipeline Co.. RRC

D 10-1-76 Dis trict 4 and )Iey=sr Fietl,
Tex=s

C 174-52 .- do ............................ El Paso Natural Gas C. Sand
C 10-5-:76 11lS Field, Crane COunty, T x.

C76-S..... Goorge C. MeGhee, operator, eta]., Texas Gas TrannnL-s'on CoT.,
B 9-24-76. 1015 East St. Mary Blvd.. lr.O. South Bayou 31nllet Fied. Acadia

Box 51643, Oil Center Station, PardJ, we. 23, T75, RIF,ssell
LafayetteIA. 70501. No.4. -

C176--.1 -------- Chevron Oil Co., Western Divlsion. Skelly Oil Co.. vrari.its l-,
B 6-21-76 P.O. Box 510, Denver, Colo. County; N. Mcx.

001.
C176-765 ----- - noco Production Co.. Sourity Phillip PteO!Miun Co., Itusurn-

(G-474) Life Bldg., Denver, CoO.S=2. llugotan Field, Texas County,
B 9-13-76 Okla.

C176-797 - ake L. B53mon, P.O. Box CM, SouthTexasNatural Gas Gatheing-
(CS66-107) Dallas, Ta. 712". Co.. Stanloy aralLNo.2& No.
B-20-76 5. KeLy Fiel Arca, BrooksCounty. Tmx

C-6-7- ------- Jake L. Tarn............ . Natural Gas Ppl e Co. of Amer.
B 9-20-76 la, No. I Mack Gas Unlt. flu-

goton-Anadarko Field, 1craplhili
County, Ta.

CI76- 'u_. --- -- loo Produ.ion Co........... A - asI Gas Co., MO
B 9-23-76 Jldrreu Bld.-.. P.O. BOar ,

Hlouston, Tex. 7701.
CL76-7-0- Coqulna-Oil Corp., P.O. Dr;rr Cities ServIo Oil Co.. Bluitt Field
(CS66-101) 20, Midland, 'l.x. 7101. Area, Rfoassvelt County, N. Mcm.
B 9-27-76

C176-791-'.._.Ashland OIL Inc., P.O. Box 103, Colorado Intersate Gas Co., Hu-
A 9-23-76 Houston, Tex..7700L goton Field. Hatuflton and Stan-

ton Counties. Kans.
CI76-9JL.__._. Gordon Oil Co., et al. P.O. Blx Unlon 'exas Pctro!tum, dlvle.3 of

B 9-25-76 10, Sherman, Tex. 7500. Allied Chenitml Corp., Sherman
([enn-Loiene, iny.sn County,
TM.

0176-7---6- Energy Reserves Group. Inc_ 15 Northern Natural Gas C., Smard
A.9-29-76 - WesC"Second, Suite 19, Wicldta, County, lan,.-Kaes. 61202

C176-797 ---- Texas Paeific Oil Co., Ine., 1700 One Michigan Wi'crnsin Pipe Lirn Co.,
(G-11503) Main Plac, Dall, T. 75,250. Soon* Bayou Field, Cameron
B 9-28-76 Parisb, La.

CI76-798 ..- Dover Exploration Co., P.O. Box Eastern Share Natural Gas Co,.
A 9-28-76 615, . North duront Highway, East Hordes Crock, Uo"ia County,

Dover. Del. 100L Tex.
CI7-S0 .- Aminoit Developmnat, Inc. (fer- Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line

D 9-16-76 maerly Burmah Oil Dcvlopmcnt, Corp., Eugene L'land block 1;"2
Inc.), 2S0 North Loop West, offshore LouLan.- Houston, Ta. 770_

C176- -3-..... Atlantic liebleld CoL. P.O. Box Northern Natural Gas Co.. Snake
(CI66-1001) 2819, Dallas% T. 75 1. Creek West Field, ClMk County,
B 9-30-76- Kans.-

Z$l.C~e6
(4~

14.(.

('I

IIC'L4$3 14.75

(3 - -

Fing code: A-Initial service.
B-Abandonment.
C-Amendment to add acreage.
D-Amendment to delete acrme.

* -Seeession.
* F-Partial succesIon.

See footnotes at end of table.
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Docket No. Price per Pres-and Applicant Purchaser and location 1,000 ft surodate filed base

C76-80i ... Continental O Co., P.O. Box 2197, Tennessee Gas Pipelino Co., West 
2

3$1.60 15.025A 9-29-76 Houston, Tex. 7700L CameronbIock69 (north hall), off-
shore Louisiana.

176-803 ------- Y. . Abercrom'lo ineral Co., Inc., United Gas Pipe Line Co Triple () ------(CS71-378) P.O. Box 27339, Houston, Tex. A Field, San Patricio County,
B 0-23-76 77027. TeM.

0177-1 ---.-..... American Natural Gas Production Michigan Wisconsin Pipe Line Co., 2$1.43 14.65
A 10-1-76 Co. One Woodward Ave., Do-" Beckham County, Okla.

tlrot, Mich. 48220.
C177-2 --------- American Natural Gas Production ---- do ----- ------------------------- $1.43 14. 05

A 10-1-76 CO.
0177-3 ------------ do ------------------------------ M ichigan Wisconsin Pipe Line Co., 1 $1.43 14. 65

A 10-1-76 Caddo County, Okla.
C177-5 ------ Exxon C6rp ------------------- Northern Natural Gas Co., West 212$1.90 15.025

A 10-1-76 Cameron block 616, offshore
Louisiana.

C177- ------------ do ------------------------------- Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of Amer- 212$1.90 15.025
A 10-1-76 Ica, West Cameron Block 616, off-

shore Louisiana.
C177-7 -------- Petroleum Inc., 100 West Douglas, Northwest Pipeline Corp., Subletto 2 15 $1.564551 14.73A 10-4-76 1 Wichita Kans. 67202. County, Wyo.
C177-8 ......... Continental OI Co., P.O. Box 2197, Tennessee Gas Pipeline Co., Grand 214 $1. 4037 15. 025A 10-4-70 Houston, Tex. 77001. Isle block 48 (W12) offshore

Louisiana.

I Nonproductlve.
'Subject to upward and downward 1,0002 adjustmeni.
1 Includes 13.84 1,0003 adjustment and 1.49t gathering.
Depleted.

'Well reclassled.
'Plugged and abandoned.T

Plugged and abandoned and the leases have expired.
I Uneconomical.
'Plus 100 pet of ansas ad valorem taxes.30 Applicant Is willing to accept the national rate initially calculated as 151.8483t plus 100 pet of Kansas ad

valorem taxes.I Applicant is willing to accept, subject to refund the rate of $1.3311,0003 filed for herein as fully justified In otherprsofthi applcton.pr pint ili g to accept a certffleate in accordance with oplon No. 770.
SOPino Non 770 is applcable to this sale because it involves the S3l of gas from the Fogerty Creek 2-16 Well

commenced after Ian. 1,1973 (weU spudded Oct. 27,1975).
i Although the contract rate Is $1.75, applicant is willing to accept, initially, the rates established in opinion No.

770, as It may he amended and revised.

IFR Doc.76-33896 Filed 11-17-76;841 am]

[Docket No. RP76-3]

INLAND GAS COMPANY, INC.
Certification of Proposed Settlement

Agreement
NOVEMBER 11, 1976.

Take notice that on October 27, 1976,
Presiding Administrative Law Judge
Raymond M. Zimmet certified to the
Commission for its consideration a Stip-
ulation and Agreement and attendant
hearing record in Inland Gas Company,
Inc. (Inland), Docket No. RP76-3. The
certification results from a motion made
by Inland at the hearing on October 21,
1976 and granted by the Presiding Ad-
ministrative Law Judge.

By-order issued February 9, 1976, the
Commission approved in this docket a

- settlement. agreement establishing a cur-
taulient plan for calendar year 1976. The
instant certification results from a set-
tlement between Inland and its custom-
ers which would continue, without mod-
ification, the same curtailment plan for
calendar year 1977. The certification
states that the Staff has no objection to
the settlement being approved by the
Commisison.

The curtailment plan has two cate-
gories. Included in Category 1 are all
residential, commercial, and small indus-
trial customers whose contract demand
is less than 300 Mcf per day. In Cate-
gory 2 would be the nine large industrial
customers whose contract demand is 300
Mcf- per day or above. The projected cur-
tailment in 1977 would be limited to
Category 2. -

All comments on the proposed settle-
ment agreement shall be filed within 14
days of the publication of this notice. All
responses to the comments shall be filed
within 10 days of the filing of comments,

KENNETH F. PLUMB,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.76-34033 Filed 11-17-76;8:45 am]

[Docket No. CP77-39]

IOWA POWER AND LIGHT CO. "
Application for Declaration of Exemption

NOVEMBER 11, 1976.
Take notice that on October 29, 1976,

Iowa Power and Light Company (Appli-
cant), 666 Grand Avenue, Des Moines,
Iowa 50309, filed in Docket No. CP77-39
an application pursuant to Section 1(c)
of the Natural Gas Act for an exemption
from the provisions of the Natural Gas
Act and the Regulations of the Commis-
sion thereunder, all as more fully set
forth in the application which is on file
with the Commission and open to public
inspection.

Applicant states that pursuant to an
agreement dated July 14, 1976, between
Applicant and Iowa Electric Light Com-
pany (Iowa ElectricY it would, during the
summer season, receive, liquefy, and
store natural gas to be delivered to Ap-
plicant's LNG plant At Northern Natural
Gas Company's (Northern) Des Moines
TBS No. 1 for the account of Iowa Elec-tric. Applicant would redeliver up to
9,000 Muf per day of vaporized LNG

during the winter season, it is said. Xt Is
stated that such redeliveries would be ac-
complished by displacement through a
temporary reduction in the volume of
natural gas available to Applicant at
Northern's Des Moines, Iowa, TBS No, 1.
It is further stated that Northern would
concurrently increase its deliveries to
Iowa Electric at specified delivery points.
It is stated that all of the gas subject to
the liquefaction and storage service
would be consmned within the State of
Iowa. It Is further stated that the Iowa
State ommerce Commission exercises
jurisdiction over the rates, service, and
facilities of Applicant. Accordingly, Ap-
plicant requests that the Commission de-
clare that Applicant and its operations
and facilities are exempt from the provi-
sions of the Natural Gal Act.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
make any protest with reference to said
application should on or before Deqom-
ber 6, 1976, file with the Federal Power
C9mmission, Washington, D.C. 20426, a
petition to Intervene or a protest In ac-
cordance with the requirements of the
Commission's Rules of Practice and Pro-
cedure (18 CMR 1.8 or 1.10). All protests
filed with the Commission will be con-
sidered by it in determining the appro-
priate action to be taken butwill not
serve to make the protestants parties to
the proceeding. Any person wishing to
become a party to aproceeding or, to
participate as a party In any hearing
therein must file a petition to intervene
in accordance with the Commission's
Rules.

KENNETH F. PLUMB,
- Secretary.
[FR Doc.76-34032 Filed 11-17-76;8:45 am]

[Docket No. E-83301
IOWA POWER AND LIGHT CO.

Supplemental Application
NOVEMBER 10, 1970.

Take notice that on October 29, 1976,
Iowa Power and Light Company (Appli-
cant) of Des Moines, Iowa filed a Sup-
plemental Application seeking authority
pursuant to Section 204 of the Federal
Power Act to issue up to $85,000,000 prin-
cipal amount of short-term unsecured
promissory notes on or before December
31, 1978, with final maturities not more
than one year after date of Issuance. Of
this total, an amount not exceeding
twenty-five percent (25%) -o the Ap-
plicant's gross revenues during the pro-
ceding twelve (12) months of operations
may, in'the aggregate at any one time,
be in the form of commercial paper. By
order of December 19, 1975, In FPC Doc-
ket No. E-8336, Applicant was author-
ized to issue on or before December 31,
1976, bank and commercial paper notes
maturing not more than one year after
issuance in amounts not exceeding
$70,000,000 in the aggregate, of which up
to an amount not exceeding twenty-five
percent (25%) of the Company's gross
revenues during the preceding twelve
(12) months of operations In the aggre-
gate at any one time was authorized to
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.be issued as commercial paper. Appli-
cant, in its- Supplemental Application,
seeks authority to: (1)increase the au-

" thorlzed anount of short-term debt to
$85,000,000; (2) extend the period dur-
ing which such securities can be Issued to
December 31, 1978, and (3) issue and
sell commercial paper either directly to
buyers, insofar as allowed by-state law,
or through established commercial paper
dealers that are engaged in the business
of buying and selling commercial paper.

Applicant is incorporated under the
laws of the State of Iowa with its princi-
Pal business office at Des Moines. Iowa,
and is engaged in the electric and gas
utility business within the State of Iowa.

The notes are to be-issued from time
to time to banking in titutions or sold
through a commercial paper dealer.
Notes to banking institutions will be Is-
suedin accordance with various Informal
lines of credit agreements. The notes are
to. have -maturities on demand with
semiannual renewals, or-specific maturi-
ties of not more thah one year from
their dates,- and areto bear interest at
the prevailing rate in effect at the time
of issuance. Commercial paper will be
issued-as promissory notes either through
an established commercial .paper-deaer,
or directly to buyers of the paper, as
determined in the discretion of the Com-
pany and as allowed by the laws of Iowa
regulating the sale-of securities. Com-
mercial-paper notes are to have maturi-
ties of not more than nine months from
their-dates and the interest rate will be
dependent upon the .terms of the notes
and money market conditions at the time
of issuance. The proceeds from the is-
suance of notes will be used as interim
financing of the Applicant's construction
program.

Any Person desiring tobe heard or to
make any protest with rdference to the
Application should-on or before Decem-
ber 1, 1976, file with the Federal Power
Commigsion, 825 Worth Capitol Street
NE., Washington, D.C. 20426, petitions
or protests in accordance with the Com-
mission's Rules of 'Practice and Proce-

-dure (18 CPR 1.8 or 1.10). All protests
filed with the Commission will be con-

- sidered by It In determining the appro-
priate-action .to be taken but will not
serve to make the protestants parties to
the proceedings. Persons wishing to be-
come parties to a proceeding or to par-
ticipate as a party in anyhearing therein
must file -petitions to intervene in ac-
cordance with the Comnisson rules. The
application Is on file with the Comnis-
sion and available for public inspection.

KE1MrTH P. PLUzM,
Secretary.

[FR fDoc.76-34030 Filed. 11-17-76;8:45 am]

S[Docket No. RP71-10-; RP72-127; (PGA77-1)

(E&DT-1) I .

-NORTHERN NATURAL GAS CO.
Purchased-Gas Cost Adjustrnent Rate

Change.
- NOVrNmER 10, 1976.

Take notice that on October 27, 1976,
Northern NaturalGas Company (North-

ern) tendered for filing, as part of North-
en's F.P.C. Gas Tariff, Third Revised
Volume No. 1 and Original Volume No. 2,
the following tariff sheets:

-TiD REVsMM VoLUzr No. 1
Twelfth Revised Sheet No. 4a
Eighth Rev sed Sheet No. 4b

OraaUGnL VOLV2. No.2
Thirteenth Revised Sheet No. Ic

Tweiftth Revised Sheet No. 4a and
Eighth Revised Sheet No. 4b are filed
pursuant to Northern's Purchased Gas
Adjustment provision of its F.P.C. Gas
Tariff, Third Revised Volume No. 1.
Thirteenth Revised Sheet No. lc i filed
pursuant to Northern's Purchased Gas
-Adjustment Clause applicable to Volume
No. 2 sales. This change in Worthern's
rates reflects: (1) the Increase in North-
em's average estimated cost of purchased
gas for the Year 1977, as adjusted for the
unrecovered cost of purchased gas in-
curred during the twelve month period
ending September 30, 1976, (2) the un-
recovered cost of purchased gas for the
period July 27, 1976 through December
31, 1970 resulting from increased cost of
purchased gas attributable to Opinion
Nos..770 and 742-A issued July 27, 1976:
and (3) a refund to reflect the excess of
the revenues collected over the Modfied

- Cost of Service pursuant to the Stipula-
tion and Agreement at Docket No. RP74-
75, approved by the Commission on July
27, 1976. The change in rates also reflects
an increase in the cost of Research and

-Development expenditures estimated for
the twelve months ending September 30,
1977, as adjusted for the overrecovered
cost incurred durlh--the twelve months
ended September 30, 1976. The revised
tariff sheets provide for a total increaso
of nineteen and twelve hundredths cents
(19.120) per Ilcf in the Commodity por-
tion of Northern's jurisdictional rates,
and will result In a total increase in an-
nual jurisdictional revenues of approxi-
mately $96,183,000 for Volume No, 1 sales
and approximately $2,683,000 for Volume
No. 2 sales.

The Company states that in order to
avoid having to effectuate two PGA
filings within 27 days and to accommo-
date its utility customers' notice require-
ments, It does not plan to refile or effec-
tuate on December 1, 1976, Its special
PGA rate increase permitted by the Com-
mission Order Issued October 21, 1976.
The Company will file a revision to the
PGA rate increase to reflect the new pro-
ducer rate filings to be filed pursuant to
the Commission Order in. Docket No.
R175-14 Issued October 21, 1976. Such
revised filing would be filed as soon as
possible after It receives the new pro-
ducer filings, but in no event later than
November 27, 1976.

-Northern proposes that Twelfth Re-
vised Sheet No. 4a, Eighth Revised Sheet
No. 4b and Thirteenth Revised Sheet No.
lc become effective on December 27,1976.

The Company states that copies of the
filing have been mailed to each of the Gas
Utility customers and interested State
Commissions.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest said filing should file a petition

to intervene or protest with the Federal
Power Commlss4on, 825 North Capitol
Street, IE., Washington, D.C. 20426, In
accordance with Sections 1.8 and 1.10 of -
the Comimson's Rules of Practice and
Procedure (18 CFR L., 1.10). All such
petitions or protests should be filed on or
before November 30, 1976. Protests will
be considered by the Commission in de-
termining the appropriate" action to be
taken, but will not serve to make pro-
testants parties to the proceeding. Any
person wishing to become a party must
file a petition to intervene. Copies of this
filing are on file with the Commission
and are available for public inspection.

KxmrF. PLUMMr,
Secretary.

[FRDoc.76- 3429 Flcd 11-17-76;845 ami

[Docket No. RP7-9]

PACIFIC GAS TRANSMISSION CO.

Rate Change
Novrma 11, 1976.

Take notice that on November 2, 1976.
Pacific Gas Transmission- Company
tendered for filing a "Notice of Rate
Change to Reflect Increases In The Price-
Of Canadian Gas In Cost Of Service
Charges, And Request For Expedited
Conslderation,"

PGT states that Its filing is made in
compliance with this Commissions
orders in Docket No. RP73-111 which re-
quire PGT to make filings pprsuant to
Section 4 of the Natural Gas Act before
thire Is reflected in PGT's cost of service
charges any increase in the cost of gas
imposed or required by. Canadian
authorities.

PGT indicates that its filing will effect
inceaes in rates charged under itsPL-I
rate schedule which Is applicable to sales
of gas made by PGT to Its one customer
for sale, Pacific Gas and Electric Com-
pany. POT states that no other rate
schedule is affected.

The filed changes In rates will reflect
in PGT's cost of service charges certain
Increases mandated by Canadiaid au-
thorities In the price of gas Imported
from Canada, commencing January 1.
1977. PGT obtains its entire supply of
gas from Canada at a present border
price of $1.80 (Canadian) per Mi of
1000 Btu gas. PGT recites that by Orders
dated June 17, 1976 the Canadian Na-
tional Energy Board amended existing
export licenses to establish a border price
of $1.9. (Canadian) per Mef of 1000 Btu
gas commencing January 1, 19717. On the
basis of present volumes and Btu content,
and a given U.S.-Canadian monetary
exchange rat, PGT estimates that the
effect of the January 1, 1977 increase
would be approximately "$57,421,000
(U.S.) on an annualized basis.
PGT advises that copies oLits filing

have been mailed to its customers and
to interested state commissions. PGT re-
quests that expedited consideration be
given to the Instant filing.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest said filing should file a petition
to Intervene or protest with the Federal
Power Commission. 825 North Capitol
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Street, N.E., Washington, D.C. 20426, In
accordance with Sections 1.8 and 1.10 of
the Commission's Rules of-Practice and
Procedure (18 CFR 1.8 and 1.10). All
such petitions or protests should be filed
on or before December 1, 1976. Protests
will be considered by the Commission in
determining the appropriate action to be
taken but will not serve to make pro-
testants parties to the proceeding. Any,
person wishing to become a party must
file a petition to intervene. Copies of this
filing are on file' with the Commission
and are available for public inspection.

KENNETH F. PLUMB,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.76-34034 Filed 11-1'7-'76;8:45 am]

-[Docket No. ER77-43]

PACIFIC POWER & LIGHT CO.
Modification of Rate Schedule

( I NOVEMBER 11, 1976.
Take notice-that Pacific Power &

Light Company (Pacific), on November
5, 1976, tendered for filing, in accord-
ance with Section 35.13 of the Commis-
sion's Regulations, a new rate schedule
for power and enefgy sales to Montana
Light and Power Company (Montana).
This rate schedule supersedes Pacfic's
existing rate schedule designated FPC
No. 100.

The proposed rate schedule provides
for a change in the rate and a change in
structure qf the rate charged Montana
by Pacific. Pacific states that this pro-
posed change will conform to the rate
charged to other wholesale customers.
This will result in an approximate
$37,480 increase in the cost of electric
service to Montana.

A copy of the filing has been supplied
to Montana. I

Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest said application should file a
petition to intervene or protest with the
Fedefal Power Commission, 825 North
Capitol Street, NE., Washington, D.C.
20426, in accordance with Sections 1.8
and 1.10 of the Commission's Rules of
Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8,
1.10). All such petitions or protests
should be filed on or before December 3,
1976. Protests will be considered by the
Commission In determining the appro-
priate action to be taken, but will not
serve to make protestants parties to the
proceeding. Any person wishing to be-
come a party must file a petition to in-
tervene. Copies of this -application are
on file with the Commission and are
available for public Inspection.

KENNETH F. PLUMB,

Secretary.
[FR Doc.76-34036 Filed 11-17-76;8:45 am]

[Docket No. ER77-40]

PUBLiC'SERVICE CO. OF NEW MEXICO
Contract Filing

NOVEMBER 11, 1976.
Take notice that on November 3, 197a

Public Service Company of New Mexico

I NOTICES

(PNM), tendered for filing a contract for
electric service between PNM andCom-
milnity Public Service Company (CPS),
dated February 20, 1974, and three
amendments thereto. The contract and
amendments were filed pursuant to PNM
Rate Schedule FPC No. 29 which was
approved by the Commission in its order
dated September 8, 1976, in Docket Nos.
ER76-308 and ER76-386. PNM states
that the instant filing is informational
and does not change rates or services
previously approved under Rate Sched-
ule No. 29.

PNM states t~iat copies of the filing
were sent to the New Mexico Public Serv-
ice Commission and to CPS.I Any person desiring to be heard or to
protest this filing should file a petition
to intervene or protest with the Federal
Power Commission, 825 North Capitol
Street, NE., Washington, D.C. 20426, in
accordance with Sections 1.8 and 1.10 of
the Commission's Rules of Practice and
Procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All such
petitions or protests should be filed on or
before November 30, 1976. Protests will
be considered by the Commission in de-
termining the appropriate action to be
taken, but will notserve to make pro-
testants parties to the proceeding. Any
person wishing to become a party must
file a petition to intervene. Copies of this
filing are on file with the Commission and
are available for public inspection.

KENNETH F. PLUMB,
Secretary.

[FR Doc.'76-34035 Filed 11-17-76;8:45 am]

[Docket No. CP7--38]
TENNECO INC. AND NATIONAL FUEL GAS

SUPPLY CORP.
Application

NOVEMBER 9, 1976.,
Take notice that on October 28, 1976,

Tennessee Gas Pipeline Company, a Di-
vision of Tenneco Inc. (fIennessee), Ten-
neco Building, Houston, Texas 77002,
and National Fuel Gas Supply Corpora-
tion. (Supply), 308 Seneca Street, Oil
City, Pennsylvania 16301, filed in Docket
No. CP77-38 an application pursuant to
Section 7(c) of the Natural Gas Act for
a certificate of public convenience and
necessity authorizing Tennessee and
Supply to render a natural gas transpor-
tation service for National Fuel Gas Dis-
tribution Corporatin (Distribution).
Tennessee also requests permission and
approval to abandon the Sherman Sales
Meter Station delivery point to Supply,
located in Chautaugua County, New
York, pursuant to Section 7(b) of the
Natural Gas Act, all as more fully set
forth in the application which is on file
with the Commission and open to public
inspection.

Tennessee proposes to receive for the
account of Distribution up to 12,000 Mcf
per day of natural gas and to transport
and deliver to Supply equivalent daily
volumes of natural gas up to 12,000 Mef
per day, to the extent its operating con-
ditions permit, through the utilization of
existing facilities. It is stated that DIs-
tribution would deliver, or cause to be

delivered, to Tennessee up to 12,000 Mot
per day plus fuel and use volumes at
Tennessee's Main Line Valve 224-1 plus
9.20 miles located in Chautaugua County,
New York. It is further stated that Ten-
nessee would transport and deliver
equivalent daily volumes to Supply for
the account of Distributionat the East
Aurora Sales Meter Station delivery
point located in Erie County, New Yo",t
(East Aurora).

Supply proposes to receive from Ten-
nessee at East Aurora up to 12,000 Met
per day of natural gas for the account of
Distribution and to transport and de-
liver to Distribution up to 12,000 Mef per
day through the utilization of existing
facilities.

Tennessee pursuant to Section I (b) of
the Natural Gas Act requests permissln
and approval to abandon the existing
Sherman Sales Meter Station (Sher-
man), and to terminate the deliveries
of natural gas by Tennessee to Supply
at said point. It is stated that Supply
has requested Tennessee t9 abandon
Sherman since the customers presently
served by Distribution by means of gas
purchased by Supply from Tennessee at
Sherman and delivered by Supply to Dis-
tribution can be supplied by Distribution
from gas produced in Western New York
and sold to Distribution by other parties.
It is stated that thedeliveries of natural
gas heretofore delivered to Supply by
Tennessee through Sherman have been
de minimis and such deliveries would
continue to be made through other exist-
ing and authorized delivery points from
Tennessee to Supply.

Any person desiring to be heard or to
make any protest with referexlce to said
application should on or before Decem-
ber 1, 1976, file with the Federal Power
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20426, a
petition to intervene or a protest in ac-
cordance with the requirements of the
Commission's Rules ofPractice and Pro-
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the Reg-
ulations under the Natural Gas Act (18
CFR 157.10). AlV protests flied with the
Commission will be considered by it In
determining the appropriate action to be
taken but will not serve to make the pro-
testants parties to the proceeding. Any
person wishing to become a party to a
proceeding or to participate as a party
in any hearing therein must file a pet,i-
tion to intervene in accordance with the
Commission's Rules.

Take further notice that, pursuant to
the authority contained in and subject
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the
Federal Power Commission by Sections
7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act and the
Commission's Rules of Practice and Pro-
cedure, a hearing will be held without
further notice before the Commission on
this application if no petition to Inter-
vene is filed within the time required
herein, if the Commission on Its own re-
view of the matter finds that a grant
of the certificate and permission and ap-
proval for the proposed abandonment
are required by the public convenience
and necessity. If a petition for leave to
intervene Is timely filed, or Ifthe Com-
mission on its own motion believes that
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VNB is a substantial, independent,
publicly held corporation with approxi-
mately 4.7 million outstanding shares of
common stock held by about 12,300
shareholders. It is the second largest
banking -organization in the Common-
wealth-of Virginia in terms of assets and
deposits, with assets of about $1.8 billion
-as of December 31, 1975. The aggregate.
amount of indebtedness of VNB to ASC
after the sale of FCNB does not consti-
tute a substantial portion of the con-
soidated debt, consolidated assets or
-consolidated net worth of VNB since the
total -principal amount of the note -will
be 0.3 pet cent of VNBs total consoli-
dated liabilities. ASC does nothave any
directors or officers in common with VNB

-GRIFFITH L. GARvOOD,
Deputy Secretary of the Board.

[IFRDoc76-34022 Filed 11-17-70:8:45 am)

FEDERAL OPEN MARKET COMMITTEE
Longer-Run Ranges for Monetary

Aggregates
In accordance with the Committee's

rules regarding availability of informa-
tion, n6tice Is given that on November 8,
1976, the Federal Open Market Commit-
tee adopted the following ranges for rates
of growth in monetary aggregates for
the period from the third quarter of 1976
to the third quarter of 1977: Ms. 4% to
6% percent; A., 7V to 10 percent; and
A,, 9 to II, percent.

a formal hearing is required, further no- or any of Its subsidiaries. Moreover, VNB
tice.6f such hearing-will be duly given. -is not presently indebted to ASC or any

Under the -procedure herein prodded of its subsidiaries except as may from
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be time to time arise in the course of normal
unnecessary for Applicants to appear or business transactions.
be represented at the hearing. FCNB will be merged into VNB's lead

KYEMETE1HF. PLULIB, bank, Virginia National Bank, Norfolk,
Seceta'r y Virginia, the Commonwealth's largest
Secretary. bank.-As a result ASC will have no rights

[FF. Doc.76-34031 Filed 11-17-76;8:45 am] to reacquire stock In FCNB in the event
of default on the note. The nOte is not

FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM secured'by any shares of VNB and ASC
A- Thas no rights under the proposed con-

AMERICAN -SECURITY CORP. tract of sale to acquire shares of VNB
Order Granting Deternmipation Under the or any of Its subsidiaries.

Bank Holding Company Act It appears that the terms of the pro-
posed contract of sale are the result of

American Security Corporation, Wash- arms-length negotiations, and counsel
-ngton, D.C. ("ASC"), which proposes to for ASC has so stated. The terms of the

sell all of -its stock in Fairfax C6unty sales agreement specify a fixed term for
National Bank, Seven Corners, Virginia the note, a definite repayment schedule,
(UNB") to Virginia National Bank- a fixed rate of interest, and the remedies
shares, 1n., Norfolk, Virginia ('TNB"Y, in the event of default, consisting pri-
has requested a determination, pursuant marfly of an ability to bring suit on the
to- the provisions of section 2(g) (3) of entirenote. The agreement carefully de-
the Bank Holding Company Act of 1956 fines thd rights and obligations of each
(12 U.S.C. 1841(g) (3)) ("the Act"), that party. The Executive Committees of the
ASC will not in fact be capableof con- Boards of Directors of ASC and VNB
trolling VNIB, notwithstanding the fact have passed risolutions to the effect that
that the proposed sales agreement pro- ASC does not, and will not attempt to,
vides that'ASC is to receive for-its stock exercise a controlling influence over VNB
a -note from VNB -In the amount of $5,-, and that VNB will resist any attempts by
277,139.60 payable over a period of 10 ASC to exert such control. ASC appears
years- I to be acting in good faith to comply with

Under the provisions of section 2 a preylous Board order of November 12,
(3) of the Act@shres -transferred after 1974 (1974 Federal Reserve Bulletin
January 1, 1966, by any bank holding 875), requiring it to divest Itself of con-
company to a transferee that is indebted trol of FCNB.
to the transferor or has one or more Based on these and other facts of rec-

Sofficers, directors, trustees, or beneflar- ord, it is hereby determined that ASC is
ies in common with or subject to control not in fact capable of controlling VNB.
by the transferor, are deemed to be in- Accordingly it is ordered, That the re-
directly owned or controlled by the quest of ASC for a determination pur-
transferor ufless the Board, after oppor- suant to section 2(g) (3) be and hereby is
tunity for hearing, determines that the granted. Any- material change in the
transferor is not in fact capable of con- facts or circumstances relied upon by the
trolling the transferee. Board in mdlng this determination or

Notice of an opportunity for hearing any material breach of any of the com-
with respect to ASC's request for a de- -mitments upon which the Board based
termination under secti6n 2(g) (3) was its decision could result in the Board re-
published in the FEDRAL REGISTER On considering the determination made
October 2Q, 1976 (41 FR 46387). The time herein. -
provided for requesting a hearing expired
on November- 5, -1976. No such request By order of the Board of Governors,
has been received by the Board, nor has acting through Its General Counsel, pur-
any evidence been received to show that suant to delegated authority (12 CFR
ASC .is in fact capable of controlling 265.2(b) (1)), effective November 10,

jND 1976.
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By order of the Federal Open farket
Committee Ndvember 11, 1976.

An.num I, BRomA,
Secretary.

'[F. =0C--4&= Fled 11-17-76;8:45 amal

FIRST BANCSHARES, INC.
Formation of Bank Holding Company

First Bancshares, Inc., Kansas City,
Missouri. has applied for the Board's ap-
proval under section 3 (a) (1) of the Bank
Holding Comany Act (12 U.S.C. 1842
(a) (1)) to become a bank holding com-
pany through acquisition of 80 percent
or more of the voting shares of The First
State Bank of Kansas City. Kansas. The
factors that are considered In acting on
the application are set forth in section
3(c) of theAct (12U.S.C. 1842(c)).

The application may-be inspected at
the offices of the'Board of Governors or
at the Federal Reserve Bank of Kansas
-City. Any person wishing to comment on
the application should submit views In
writing to the Secretary, Board of Gov-
ernors of the Eederal Reserve System.
Washington, D.C. 20551 to be received no
later thanfDecember 9,1 976.

Board of Governors of the Federal Re-
serve System. November 9, 1976.

Gnu' = I,. GARwooD,
Deputy Secretary of the Board.

IR Dcw.'jG-34021 Filed 11-17-76;8:45 am]

INDIAIA NATIONAL CORP.
Acquisition of Bank

Indiana National Corporation, India-
napolis, Indian .- has applied for the
Board's'approval under 3(a) (3) of the
Bank Holding Company Act (12 UZS.C.
1842(a) (3)) to retain 8.16 percent of the
voting shares of Gary National Bank,
Gary, Indiana. The factors that are con-
sidered In acting on. the application are
set forth In 3(c) of the Act (12 U.S.C.
1842(c)).

The application may be inspected at
the ofaces of the Board of Governors or
at the Federal Reserve Bank of Chicago.
Any person wishing- to comment on the
application should submit views in writ-
lug to the Secretary. Board of Governors
of the Federal Reserve System, Wash-
ington, D.C. 20551, to be received not

- later than December 9, 1976.
Board of Governors of the Federal Re-

sdrve System, November 10, 1976.
Galr=im I. GARWOOD,

DeputySecretary of the Board.

* [R ac.7G-G4025 Filed 11-17-76;8:45 am]

GENERAL ACCOUNTING OFFICE
REGULATORY REPORTS REVIEW

Receipt of Report Proposal
The following request for clearance of

a report IntendecT for use in collecting
information from the public was recelved
by the Regulatory Reports Review Staff,
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on N~vember 11, 1976. See 44 U.S.C. 3512
(c) & (d). The purpose of publishing this
notice in the FEDERAL REGISTER is to In-
form the public of such receipt.

The notice includes the title of the re-
quest received; the name of the agency
sponsoring the proposed collection of
information; the agency form number, If
applicable; and the frequency with
which the information is proposed to be
collected.

Writen comments on the proposed
PEA form are invited from all in-
terested persons, organizations, Public
interest groups, and affected businesseS.
Because of the limited amount of time
GAO has to review the proposed form,
comments (in triplicate) must be ad-
dressed to Mr. John M. Lovelady, Acting
Assistant Director, Regulatory Reports
Review, United States General Account-
ing Office, Room 5216, 425 I Street, NW.,
Washington, D.C. 20548.

Further information may be obtained
from Patsy Stuart of the Regulatory Re-
ports Review Staff, 202-376-5425.

FEDERAL ENERGY ADMINISTRATION

On November 2, 1976, FEA caused to
have published in the FEDERAL REGISTER
on November 8, 1976, at 41 FR 49113 a
proposed rule entitled Mandatory Petro-
leum Price Regulations, Proposed Do-
mestic Crude Oil Purchaser's Report
Form, FEA-P124-M-l. The notice con-
tained a copy of the form- and the in-
structions. In that notice, FEA directed
anyone wishing to comment on the form
to send or deliver comments to the Gen-
eral Accounting Office not later than 4:30
p.m. on Monday November 15, 1976.

The PEA notice of November 8, 1976,
was placed in the FEDERAL REGISTER with-
out consultation 'with the General Ac-
counting Office andbefore the form was
officially submitted to the Comptroller
General for clearance. Therefore, the
November 15, 1976, deadline for filing
comments with the General Accounting
Office'is inoperotive.

Pursuant to this notice, .the General
Accounting Office is setting a deadline of
DeCember 6, 1976, for filing comments on
the Proposed form FEA-P124-M-1. The
form and Instructions published in the
FEA notice of November 8, 1976, are
identical as that submitted to the Comp-
troller General for clearance and ac-
cepted on November 11, 1976.

The PEA has requested clearance of
Its PEA-P124-M-1 entitled Domestic
Crude Oil Purchasers Report. The FEA-
P124-M-1 provides the means by Which
The Federal Energy Administration will
monitor the weighted average first sale
price of Domestic Crude Petroleum. In-
formation provided on the FEA-P124-
M-1 will aid in implementing the crude
petroleum price policy set forth in the
Energy Policy and Conservation Act of
1975 (Pub. L. 94-163). Filing of FEA-
P124-M-1 Is mandatory under EPCA.
The P124 is a monthly report'witlit es-
timated respondents numbering 250.
Average burden per response is 40 hours.

NORIW F, HEYL,
Regulatory Reports Review Officer.

[Fl'Doc.76-34026 F'led 11-17-76;8:45 am]

NOTICES

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH,
EDUCATION, AND WELFARE

Office of Education
HANDICAPPED CHILDREN'S EARLY

\EDUCATION PROGRAM
Closing Date for Receipt of Applications
Notice is hereby given that pursuant to

the authority contained in sections 623
and 624 of the Education of the Hahdi-
capped Act (20 U.S.C. 1423, 1424), the
U.S. Commissioner of Education has es-
tablished a final closing date of Jan-
uary 18, 1977 for receipt of neyv and non-
competing co)tifiuation applications for
HCEEP Outreach Projects.

Eligible applicants are projects which
have completed a three year demonstra-
tion phase under the Handicapped Chil-
dren's Early Education Program and met
eligibility requirements. Sections 121d.40
and 121d.41 of the program regulations
as stated in the FEDERAL REGISTER, Vol.
40,'No. 35 of Thursday, February 20, 1975
specify that parties which have received
assistance for early. education demon-
stration projects for three years may
apply I-r assistance for activities which
will assist other agencies in meeting the
early educational needs of handicapped
children. Direct services provided by the
Drdject during the prior demonstration
phase are to be continued by the appli-
cant and supported from funds other
than funds from the Handicapped Chil-
dren's Early Education Program to meet
the eligibility requirements for outreach
funding under 13.444B. (Potential appli-
cants for support for new demonstration
projects under the Handicapped Chil-
dren's Early Education Program should
refer to the FEDERAL REGISTER cited
above, section 623 and should apply un-
der Federal Catalog number (13.444A) ).

The funding level for the Handicapped
Children's Early Education Program is
expected to be approximately $22 million
for Fiscal Year 1977. There will be ap-
proximately 60 outreach projects funded
under- this program. Funding for out-
reach projects under 13.444B has aver-
aged between $50,000 and $150,000.

Applications must-be received by the
U.S. Office of Education Application Con-
trol Center on or before the afor:emen-
tioned date.

A. Applications sent by mail. An ap-
plication sent by mail should be ad-
dressed as follows: U.S. Office of Educa-
tion, Application Control Center, Grants
and Procurement Management Division,
400 Maryland Avenue, SW., Washington,
D.C. 20202, Attention: 13.444B. An appli-
cation sent by mail will be considered to
be received on time by the Application
Control Center if:
. (1) The application was sent by
registered or certified mail not later than
January 13, 1977, as evidenced by the U.S.
Postal Service postmark oA the wrapper.
or envelope, or on the original receipt,
from the U.S. Postal Service; or

-(2) The application I. received on or
before the closing date by either the De-
partment of Health, Educatl6n, and Wel-
fare, or the U.S. Office of Education mail
roomsn Washington, D.C. In estalbilsh-
ng the date of receipt, the Commissioner

will rely on the thie-date stamp of such
mail rooms or other documentary evi-
dence of receipt mAintained by the De-
partment of Health, Education, and
Welfare, or the U.S. Office of Educa-
tion. I

B. Hand delivered applications, An ap-
plication, to be hand delivered must be
delivered to the U.S. Office of Education,
Application Control Center, Room 5073
Regional Office Building Three, 7th and
D Streets, SW., Washington, D.C. Hand
delivered applications will be accepted
daily between the hours of 8 a.m. and 4
p,m. Washington; D.C. time except Sat-
urdays, Sundays, or Federal holidays,

C. Program information and forms. In-
formation and applications may be ob-
tained from the Division of Innovation
and Development, Bureau of Education
for the Handicapped, U.S. Office of Edu-
cation, 400 Maryland Avenue, SW.,
Washington, D.C. 20202,

D. Applicable regulations. The regula-
tions applicable to this program Include
the Office of Education General Provi-
sions Regulations (45 CFR 100 and 1O0a) -
and the program regulatons (45 CFR
Parts 121, 121d) published In the FEDMIAL
REGISTER on February 20, 1975 at 40 FR
740h.
(20 UI.S.C. 1423, 1424.)
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance No.
13.444B Handicapped Children's E arly Edla-
cation Program.)

Dated: November 12, 1976.
EDvARUD AGuImu,

U.S. Commissioner of Education.
[FR Doc. 76-34050 Flied 11-17-70; 8:45 am]

HANDICAPPED CHILDREN'S EARLY
EDUCATION PROGRAM

Closing Date for Receipt of Applications
Notice is hereby given that pursuant

to the authority contained In sections
623 and 624 of the Education of the
Handicapped Act (20 U.S.C. 1423, 1424),
the U.S. Commissioner of Education has
established a final closing date of Janu-
ary 6, 1977 for receipt of applications for
new and continuation Model Demonstra-
tion Centers Projects (13.444A).

The funding level of the Handicapped
Children's Early Education Program in
Fiscal Year 1977 Is expected to be $22,-
000,000. These funds will be made avail-
able for new and continuation demon-
stration projects, technical assistance
support activities, and outreach projects.
The approximate number of grants for
new demonstration awards Is 70 and for
continuation grant awards Is 60. During
previous years of the program, funding
for new projects has averaged between
$60,000 and $70,000; and between $80,000
and $120,000 for second and third year
demonstration continuation projects.

Projects approved for funding under
this program will be for a three-year pc-
riod with annual review of progress,
Continuation of funding for the second
year of the project will depend upon
satisfactory performance by the grantee
as reviewed by the funding agency and
availability of funds. The funding level
and distribution of project funds are
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predicated upon the allotment of funds (20.U.S.C. 1461), the U.S. Commissioner
and may vary according to the final ap- of Education has established'a final
propriation made available during a spe- closing date of February 4, 1977 for re-
cific fiscal year. celpt of applications for non-competing

Applications must be received by the .ontliuation Demonstration Centers
U.S. Office of Education Application Con- Projects.
trol Center on or before the aforemen- The amount of funds expected to be
tioned date. - available to the Specific Learning DIs-

A. Applications sent by mail. An appli- abilities Program Is $9,000,000 during
-cation sent by mail should be addressed Fiscal Year 1977. There is ng fixed level

as folloiR U.S. Office of Education, Ap-_6f funding or number of grants projected.
plication Control Center, Grants and NHowever, approximately twenty-three
Procurement Management Division, 400 second yefr continuation projects are
Maryland Avenue, SW4 Washington, expected to be funded. The funding level
D.C. 20202, Attention: 13.444A. An appli- for each operational year has, inthe past,
cation sent by mail will be considered to averaged between $80,000 and $120,000.
bereceived on time by the Application Additionally, funds will also be made

-Control Center if: available for technical assistance sup-
(1) The application was sent by regis-' port to funded projects.

tered or certified mail no later than Jan- Continuation of funding for the second
uary 3, 1977 as evidenced by the U.S. year of the project will depend upon
Postal Serice postmark on the wrapper satisfactory performance by the grantee
or envelope, or on the original receipt as reviewed by the funding agency and
from the U.S. Postal Service; or availability of funds. The funding level

(2) The application is received on or and distribution of project funds are pre-
before the closing date by either the De-" dicted upon the allotment of funds and
partment of Health, Education, and Wel- may vary according to the final appro-
fare, or the U.S. Office of Education mail -,priation made available during a specific
rooms n Washington, D.C. In establish- year.
ing the date of receipt, the Commissioner Applications should be received by the
will rely on the time-date stamp of such U.S. Office of Education, Application
mail rooms or other documentary evi- Control Center on or before the afore-
dence of receipt maintained by the De- mentioned date.
partment of Health, Education, and Wel- A. Applications sent by mail. An ap-
fare, or the U.S. Office of Education. plication sent by mall should be ad-

B. Hand delivered applications. An-ap- dressed as follows: U.S. Office of Educa-
plication'to be hand delivered must be tion, Applcation Control Center, Grants
delivered to the U.S. Office of Education, and, Procurement Management Division,
Application Control Center, Room 5673 400 Maryland Avenue, SW, Washington,
Regional Office*Building Three, 7th and D.C. 20202, Attention: 13.520. An appll-
D Streets, SW., Washington, D.C.,Hand cation sent by mail will be considered to
delivered applications will be accepted be received on time by the Application
daily between the hours of 8 a.m. and 4 Control Center if:
P.n. Washington, D.C. time except Sat- (1) The application wars-sent by reg-
urdays, Sundays, or Federal holidays. istered or certified mail not later than

C. Program information and forms. in- January 31, 1977, as evidenced by the
formation and applications may be ob- U.S. Postal Service postmark on the
tained from the Division of Innovation wrapper or envelope, or on the original
and Development, Bureau of Education -receipt from the U.S. Postal Service; or
for the Handicapped, U.S. Office of Tdu- (2) The application Is received on or
cation, -400 Maryland Avenue, SW., before the closing date by either the De-
Washington, D.C. 20202. partment of Health, Education, and Wel-

D. Applicable regulations. The regula fare, or the U.S. Office of Education mal
tions applicable to this program include rooms in Washington, D.C. In establish-
the Office of Education General Provi- ing the date of receipt, the Commissioner
sions Regulations (45 CFR 100 and 100a) will rely on the time-date stamp of such
and the program regulations (45 CFR mail rooms or other documentary evi-
Parts 121, 121d) published In the FEDERA dence of receipt maintained by the De-
PEGisTER on February 20, 1975 at 40 FR partment of Health, Education, and Wel-
7408. o fare, or the U.S. Office of Education.

B. Han(ddelivcred applications. An ap-(20 V.S.C. 1 423, 1424.) plication to be hand delivered must be
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Jssistance No. delivered to the U.S. Office of Education,
13.444A, Handicapped Children's Early Edu- Application Control Center, Room 5673
cation Program.) Regional Office Building Three, 7th and

Dated: November 12, 1976. D Streets, SW, Washington, D.C. Hand
EDWARD AGUIRE, delivered application will be accepted

U.S. Commissioner of Education. daily between the hours of 8 a.m. and 4
p.m. Washington, D.C. time except Sat-

[FR Doc.76-34057 Filed 11-17-76;8:45 am] urdays, Sundays, or Federal holidays.
C. Program information and forms. I-

formation and applications may be ob-
SPECIFIC LEARNING DISABILITIES tained from the Division of Innovation

Closing Date for Receipt of Applications and Development, Bureau of Education
Notice ishereby given that pursuant to for the Handicapped, U.S. Office of Edu-

the-authority coatained -in section 661 cation, 400 Maryland Avenue, SW.,
-. of the Education of the Handicapped Act Washington, D.C. 20202.

50871:

D. Applicable regulations. The regula-
tions applicable to this program include
the Office of Education General Provi-
sions Regulations (45 CFR 100 and 1O0a)
and the program regulations (45 CM
Parts 121, 121J) published in the Pen-
ERAL RECLsTRr on-.February 20, 1975 at
40 FA 7428.
(20,U-S.C. 1461.)
(Catalo- of Federal Domestic AzsIstance No.
13.520, Special Program For Children With
Specific Learnldg DIzabilties.)

Dated: November 12,1976.
EDwAnD Acunum,

U.S. Commissioner of Education.
[FR Doc.'6-34055 Flied 11-17-76;8:45 ar"

DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND
URBAN DEVELOPMENT

Office of the Secretary
(Docket Xo. N-76-3751

URBAN HOMESTEADING
DEMONSTRATiON PROGRAM
Applications for Participation

Notice Is hereby given that the Depart-
ment of Housing and Urban Development
will be- accepting a second round of ap-
plications from units of general local
government, States and their designated
public agencies that are Interested in
participating In the Urban Homesteading
Demonstration Program authorized by
Section 810 of the Housing and Com-
munity Development Act of 1974. -The
Demonstration Program was initially an-
nounced in the FirnrL R.EGism on June
20, 1975 at 40 FR 26053. SIxty-one ap-
plications were received as a result of
that announcement and 23 cities-ere
selected on a competitive basis.

The Congress has authorized addi-
tional appropriations to reimburse the
FHA Funds for the cost of transferring
properties under the Urban Homestead-
ing Program. Accordingly, the Depart-
ment will approve the-conveyance of $2.5
million worth of HUD owned properties
to approximately 10 additional program
participants. In addition, $3.5 million in
Section 312 rehabilitation loans will be
made available to these new program:
particpants.o support rehabilitation ef-
forts n the designated urban homestead-
Ing target areas.

It is anticipated that application forms
for units of general local government,
States and their designated public agen-
cies will be available from HUD on De-
cember 1, 1976. Applications will he ac-
cepted by HUD until January 21, V,977.

Application forms will be considered by
HUD In accordance with the require-
ments of Section 810 of the Housing and
Community Development Act of 1974,
with special attention given to local
neighborhood preservation efforts, home-
steader selection and services, availabil-
ity of other related local services and
facilities, and general program design.

Interested potential applicants are in-
vited to request appilcation forms and
further -information concerning the ur-
ban homesteading demonstration pro-
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gram by writing to the Director, Urban T. la N.R. 21 W.
Homesteading Demonstration Program, Sec&. 1 to 18, inclusive;
Office of Policy Development and Re- Sees. 19 and 20, excluding ANCSA 3(e) ap-
search, Department of Housing and Ur-, plicatlon F-22435;
ban Development, Room 8138, 451 7th secs. 21 to 28, nclusive;Streelpment, S.W. W81i , 2410 7r Sees. 29 to 32, inclusive, excluding ANCSA
Street, S.W. Washington, D.C. 20410,or 3(e) application F-22435;
by telephoning HUD at'202/755-5900. Sees. 33 to 36, Inclusive.

A Finding of Inapplicability of Section- T. 13 N, R, 22 W.
102(2) (C), National Environmental Pol- Sees. 1. to 5.nclusive;
icy Act of 1969, has been made in con- Sees. 11 to 14, inclusive;
nection with this Notice, in accordance Secs. 23 to 28, Inclusive;
with HUD procedures set forth in HUD Ses. 32 to 36, inclusive.
Handbook 1390.1 (38 FR 19182). A copy e14 I. . 21 W.
of this Finding of napplicability is a Ses. 27 to 34, inclusive.

able for piiblic inspection during regular The interim conveyance issued for the
business hours in the office of the Rules surface estate of the lands described
Docket Clerk, Room 10 141, Department above shall contain the following reser-
of Housing and Urban Development, 451 vations to the United States:
7th Street, S.W., Washington, D.C. 20410. 1. A right-of-way thereon for, ditches

The Department of Housing and Ur- and canals constructed by the authority
ban Development has determined that of the United States. Act of August 30,
this document does not contain a major 1890, 26 Stat. 391, 43 U.S.C. 945.
proposal requiring preparation of an In- 2. A right-of-way thereon for the con-
flation Impact Statement under Execu- struction of railroads, telegraph and
tive Order 11821 and OMB Circular telephone lines, as prescribed and di-
A-107. . rected by the act of March 12, 1914, 38
(Section 810(d), -Housing'and community Stat. 305, 43U.S.C. 975(d).
Development Act of 1974, 12 USC 1706e, See- 3. The subsurface estate therein, and
tion 7(d), Depatment of HUD Actp, 45 USC all rights, privileges, immunities, and ap-
3535(d) . purtenances, of whatsoever nature, ac-

cruing unto said estate pursuant t6 the
ber 15 19i6D.C., - Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act of

CARLA A. 1976. -December 18, 1971, 85 Stat. 688, 43 U.S.C.
CARLA A. HILLs, 1601-1624.

Secretary, 4. Pursuant to section 17(b) of the
Housing and Urban, DeveZovpnent. Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act of

[FR Doo.76-34110 Miled 11-17-76;8:45 am] December -18, 1971, 85 Stat. 688, the fol-
lowing public easements referenced by

DEPARTMENT OF THE- INTERIOR easement identification number (EIN)
on the easement map in case file F-

Bureau of Land Management 14834-EE are reserved to the United
States and subject to further regulation

ALASKA NATIVE CLAIMS SELECTION thereby:
a. (BIN 1 C5, D1) A trail easement

Notice for Publication fifty (50) feet in width to gain access
On December 28, 1973, Atkasook Cor- via-an existing trail to and from public

I poration, the Native corporation for the lands to the north- and south of the se-
village of Atkasook, fied selection ap- lection. Said easement roughly'parallels
plication F-14834-A under the provisions the Meade River, and its use is to be con-
of section 12(a) of the Alaska. Native trolled by applicable State or Federal law
Claims Settlement Act of December 18, or regulation.
1971 (43 U.S.C. 1601), for the surface- b. (EIN 3 C3, C5, D1, D9, L) A river
estate of certain lands in the Atkasook easement twenty-five (25) feet in width
area. The application, as amended, Is along both banks of the Meade River for
properly filed and meets-the require- recreational use. This easement also In-
ments of the act arid of the xeguations cludes the riverbed:
issued pursuant to the act. The selected c. (EIN 4 C5, D9) A one (1) acre site
lands described below do not include easement di-the east side of Ikmakrak
any lawful entry perfected under or be-, Lake for use as a boat and floatplane
Ing maintained in compliance with laws pullout area and campsite. The easement
leading to acquisition of title. - extends twenty-five (25) feet Into the

In view of the foregoing, the surface lake. That portion extending onto the
estate of-the following described lands, bed of the lake Is in. addition to the one
aggregating approximately 66,352 acres, (1) acre on the land. The site is located
Is considered proper for acquisition by in section 13, T. 13 N., R. 22 W., Seward
the Atkasook Corporation and is here- Meridian and also includes a spur trail
by approved for interim conveyance pur- to connect with easement number 1 C5
byapprove fo r ctinteon vteace Dl. The .use of the trail is to be con-
suant to section 14(a) of the act: trolled by applicable State or Federal law

UMIAT AUMIAN (UNsuRVEY=) or regulation.

T. 12 X., n. 21 W. d. (MIW 5 C5, D9) An easement for a
Sees. 3 to 10, Inclusive; campsite and a landing site for public
Sees. 15 to 22, Inclusive; access or safety on the site of the exist-
Sees. 27 to 34, inclusive. - ing airstriip at the village of Atkasook.

Said easement is to be three thousandSees.a3 to0, Inclusive;20 (3,000) feet In length and extending two
Secs. 15 to 22, Inclusive; hundred (200) feet northerly of and

Secs. 27 to 30, Inclusive. parallel to the centirline of-the existing

airstrip, and extending five hundred
(500) feet southerly of and parallel to
said centerline. (Total dimensions of the
easement are three thousand (3,000)
feet by seven hundred (700) feet.)

e. (EIN 6 C) The right of the United
States to enter upon the lands herein
granted for cadastral, geodetic, or other
survey purposes, together with the right
to do all things necessary In connection
therewith.,

f. (EIN 7 C) An easement for the
transportation of energy, fuel, and nat-
ural resources which are the property of
the United States or which are Intended
for delivery to the United States or which
are produced by the United States. This
easement also Includes the right to build
any related facilities, necessary for the
exercise of the right to transport energy,
fuel, and natural resources Including
those related facilities necessary during
periods of planning, locating, construct-
ing, operating, maintaining, or terminat-
ing transportation systems. The specific
location of this easement shall be deter-
mined only after consultation with the
owner of the servIent estate. Whenever
the use of such easement will require re-
moval or relocation of, any structure
owned or authorized by the owner of the
servient estate, such use shall not be ini-
tiated without the consent of the owner
of such Improvement; provided, however,
that the United States may exercise the
right-of eminent domain if such consent
is not given. Only those portions of this
easement that are actually in use or that
are e.xpressly authorized on March 3,
1996, shall continue to be in force.

g. In addition to the foregoing, the
United States incorporates by reference
the agreement of May 14, 1974, between
the United States Department of the
Navy and the Arctic Slope Regional
Corporation and four Native village cor-
porations, and reserves those easements
necessary to implement said* agreement,
A copy of the agreement islocated In tile
Bureau of Land Management file F.
14834-EE.

The grant of lands by the Interim con-
veyance shall be sublect to:

1. Issuance of p. patent confirming the
boundary description of the lands
granted after approval and filing by the
Bureau of Land Management of the offli-
clal plat of survey covering such lands,

2. Valid existing rights therein, Includ-
lug but not limited to those created by
,any lease (including a lease Issued under
section 6(g) of the Alaska Statehood Act
(72 Stat. 339, 341)), contract, permit,
right-of-way, or easement and the right
of the lessee, Contractee, permittee, or
grantee to the complete enjoyment of all
rights, privileges, and benefits thereby
granted to him.

3. Requirements of section 14(c) of the
Alaska Native Claims Settlement Act, 85
Stat. 688, 703; 43 U.S.C. 1613(c), that the
grantee hereunder convey those portions
of land hereinafter granted, as are pre-
scribed in said section.

Interim conveyance to the remaining
lands in, this application will be made at
a later date. It should be noted that no
Interim conveyance will be Issued to the
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Arbtic Slope RegiongCorporation- for open to entry under the general mining
the subsurface estate of these lands, sinc laws. The Forest Service has requested
the lands involved are located within thL, withdrawal from mining to prevent
Naval Petroleum Reserve No. 4. Section activities adverse to public recreation
12(a) (1) of the Alaska Native Claims -uses. The parcel Is occupied and de-
Settlement Act provides that when a vil- veloped as a Forest Service Administra-
lage corporation selects the surface es- tive Site.
tate to lands within Naval Petroleum Re- On or before December 21, 1976, all
serve No. 4, the regional corporation may persons who wish to submit comments,
make lieu selections of the subsurface suggestions, or objections in connection
estate, in an equal acreage; from other with the proposed withdrawal may pre-
lands withdrawn by subsection 11(a) of sent their views in writing to the under-
-the act. . signed officer of the Bureau of Land

In accordance with Departmental reg- Management, U.S. Department of the
. ulation 43 CFR 2650.7(d), notice of this Interior, Room E-.2841 Federal Office

decision is being published once in the Building, 2800 Cottage Way, Sacra-
F.DERAL REISTER and once a week, for mento, California 95825.
four (4) consecutive weeks;-in the Fair- The Department's regulations provide
banks Daily News-Miner. Any party qtiit the authorized officer of the Bureau
claining a property interest in land of Land Management will undertake such

affected by this decision may appeal the investigations as are necessary to deter-
aeteytsdcision Alaska aveCaimth mind the existing and potential demanddecision t& the Alaska Native Claims for the lands and their resources. He will
Appeal Board, P.O. Box 243', Anchorage, also undertake negotiations with the aP-
Alaska 99510 and with a copy served plicant agency with the view o; adjusting
upon the Bureau -of Land Mdanagement the application to reduce the area to the
and the Regional Solicitor, Office of the minimum essential to meet the appli-
Solicitor, 1016 West Sixth Avenue, Suite carft's needs; to provide for the maxi-
201, Anchorage, Alaska 99501; also: mum concurrent utilization of the lands

1. Any party receiving actual notice of for purposes other than the applicant's;
this decision shall have 30 days from the to eliminate lands needed for purposes
receipt of actual-notice to file an appeal. more essential than the applicant's; and

2. Any unknown parties, any parties to reach agreement on the concurrent
unable to be located after reasonable ef- management of th6 lands and their re-
forts have been-expended to locate, and sources.
any parties who failed or refused to sign The authorized officer will also 'pre-
a receipt for actual notice, shall have pare a report for consideration by the
until December 20;1976, to file an appeal. Secretary of the Interior, who will deter-

3. Any party known or unknown who mine -whether or not the lands will be
may claim a property interest which is, withdrawn as requested by the applicant
adversely affected by this decision shall agency.
be deemed to have waived their rights Th determination by the Secretary on
-which were adversely affected unless an the application will be published In the
appeal Is timely filed with the Alaska FzDERAL REGISTER. A separate notice will
Native ClaimsAppeal Board.

To avoid summary dismissal of the ap- be sent to each interested party of record.
peal, there must be strict compliance If circumstances warrant, a public
with the regulations governing such ap- hearing will be held at a convenient time
peal. Further Information on the manner and place, which will be announced.
of, and requirements for, filing an appeal The lands involved in the application
may be obtained'from the Bureau of are:
Land Mangement, 555 Cordova Street, TAuOE NATNALo Fonr
Anchorage, Alaska 99501. Greek Store Admfnfstratire Site

ROBERT E. SORENSON,
Chief, Branch of

Lands and Minerals Operations.
[FR Doo.76-34047 lied 11-17-76; 8:45 am]

Bureau of Land Management
fc'a a81

CALIFORNIA --
Proposed Withdrawal and Reservation of

Lands
NOVEMBER 11, 1976.

The- Forest Service(U.S. Departmenir
of Agriculture, has filed application
serial number CA 3981, for the with.
drawal of the national f6rest lands de.
scn'bed below frdm-appropriation undei
-the mining laws'(30 U.S.C. Ch. 2), bul
not from leasing under the mineral leas.
ing laws, subject to valid.existing rights

Prior to the filing-of the proposec
withdrawal application, these lands wer(

I MOUNM D=AnLO Z IWAN

T. 14 N., R. 13 M.,
See. 7. ENVNS E%, SE!JNE!SE24,

and NEV4HSE4,SEA;Sec. 8;-W NW 4NWy SW .

The area described aggregates 22.5 acres
in Placer County, California.

JoA B. Russr.,
Acting Chief, Branch of Lands

and Minerals Operations.
[FR Doc.76-34100 Piled 11-17-76;8:45 am)

CERTIFICATION OF RECORDS

Designation
NOVEIaE 11, 1976.

A. Pursuant to designation contained
in Bureau Manual 1270.2.22, the district
Records Management Specialist, Division
of Administration, Canon City, Colorado,
is designated:

50873

1. To certify copies of records emboss-
In& the officlal Bureau Seal to attest to
the source and authenticity of docu-
ments.

RcuEa-D. McErumy,
District Manager.

[FR Doc.76-34101 ETled 11-17-76;8:45 ain

NEVADA, STATE MULTIPLE USE
ADVISORY BOARD

Meeting
Notice Is hereby given in accordance

with Pub. L. 92-463 that a meeting of the
Nevada State Multiple- Use Advisory
Board will be held December 9 and 10,
1976 in Las Vegas, Nevada at the Show-
boat, 2800 E. Fremont.

The Nevada State-Multiple Use Ad-
visory Board was established to advise
and counsel the Nevada State Director
of the Bureau of Land Management on
national resource land management.

This will be the third meeting of the
board under Its charter approved by the
Secretary of the Interior on August 5,
1975. The purpose of the meeting is to
discuss off-road vehicle management, en-
ergY rights-of-way, the Organic Act, the
Nevada State Multiple Use Advisory
Board's role, and the policy decision-
making level for Nevada.

The meeting is open to the public.
Time will be.made available from 1:00
p.m. to 1:30 p.m. on Thursday, Decem-
ber 9 and 11:30 to 12:00 noon on Friday, -

-December 10, for brief oral statements by
members of the public. Such statements
are not to exceed ten minutes and must
be germane to the topics under con-
sideration. Additionally, such statements
are to be reduced to writing and two cop-
ies filed with the board chairperson at
the meeting. Anyone wishing to make
an oral statement should notify the State
Director's office or District Manager's
office at the address and telephone num-
ber listed below before the close of busi-
ness (4:15 p.m., PDT) on December 6,
1976. Also, any interested person or or-
ganization may file a written statement
with the board for Its consideration. Such
may -be submitt6d at the meeting or
mailed to the State Director. Early mail-
ing of written statements is encouraged
to ensure adequate opportunity for board
consideration. I

Notification for gling-oral statements,'
mailing of written statements, and ad-
ditional Information concerning this
meeting may be obtained from the State
Director's office (Carl A. Gidlund, Chief,
Pubhlc Affairs), Bureau of Land Man-
agement, Nevada State Office, Room
3008 Federal Building, 300 -Booth Street,
Reno, Nevada 89509, telephone 702-784i-
5459 or District Manager's office (Ed
Cliberti, Public Affairs Ofcer), Bureau
of Land Management, Las Vegas District
Office. 4765 Vegas Drive, Las Vegas,
Nevada 89101, telephone 702-385-6403.

Minutes of the meeting will be ayail-
able for public inspection and copying
at the Nevada State Office and Las Vegas
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District Office six weeks after the meet-
Ing.

Dated: November 10, 1976.
E. I. ROWLAND,

State Director, Nevada.
IFR Doc.76-34105 Piled 11-17-76;8:45 am]"

[NM i SC. 28]

NEW MEXICO

Order Opening Lands to Entry
NOVEMBER 9, 1976.

1. In an exchange of lands made under
the provisions of section 8 of Act of
June 28, 1934 (48 Stat. 1269), as
amended, (43 U.S.C. 315g), the following
described lands have been recbnveyed to
the United States:
NEW M xXrCO PRINCIPAL AIERIDIAN, NEW MEICO

T. 18is., n. 2 W,,
Sea. 3, lots 1, 2, 3, 4, S/N% and SlA.

The area described aggregates 598.83
acres In Sandoval County.

2. The topography of the land is rela-
tively flat. Vegetation is a semi-desert
type consisting of salt brush, sage brush,
greasewood, blue grama grass and pinon
juniper trees.

3. Subject to valid existing rights, the
provisions of existing withdrawals and
requirements of applicable law, the lands
described above are hereby open to peti-
tion application, location an& selection.
All valid applications received at or prior
to 10 a.m. on January 17, 1977, shall be
onsidered as simultaneously filed at that

time.'Those received thereafter shall be
considered in the order of filing.

Inquiries concerning the lands should
be addressed to Chief, Branch of Lands
and Minerals Operations, Bureau of
Land Management, P.O.-Px 1449, Santa
Fe, NM 87501.

FRED E. PADiLLA,
Chief, Branch of Lands
and Minerals Operations.

[FR Doc.76-34104 led 11-17-76;8:45 am]

[OR 137041

OREGON

Order Providing for Opening of Public Land
N NOVEMBER 12,1976.

1. In an exchange of lands made under
the provisions of Section 8 of, the Act of
June 28, 1934, 48 Stat. 1269e 1272, as
amended and supplemented, 43 U.S.C.
315g (1970), the following land has beei
reconveyed.to the 'Inited States:

WILLAMLTTE AIERIDIAn

T. 26 S., R.,15 E., -
Sec. I, SV2;

SSec.2,Lots7,8,and-9;
Sec. 12, NWVA. I 6

The area described contains 600 acres in
Lake County, Oregon.

2. The United States did not acquire
any mineral rigthts In the land listed In
paragraph 1 hereof.

3. The subject land is located in the
Fort Rock Valley area, approximately six

NOTICES

miles southeast of the Community of
Fort Rock, Oregom The topograjhy is
relatively flat with some gently rolling
sand dunes. Vegetation consists pri-
marily of sagebrush and native grasses
and the soils consist of shallow and ex-
cessively drained loamy sand. The area
has a semi-arid climate characterized by
light precipitation, low relative humidity,
rapid evaporation, and wide range of
tdmperatures. There are no live or inter-
mittent streams or other surface water.
The land has limited potential for agri-
culture and outdoor recreation and no
potential for timber production. It has
been used in the past for livestock graz-
ing purposes. The land will be managed,
together with adjoining national resour-ce
lands, for multiple use.

4. Subject to valid existing rights, the
provisions of existing withdrawals, and
the requirements of applicable law, the
land described in paragraph 1 hereof is
hereby open to operation of the public,
land laws, including, to the extent appli-
cable, the mineral leasing laws. All valid
applications received at or prior to 10
am. December 18, 1976, shall lSe consid-
ered as simultaneously filed at that time.
Those received thereafter shall be con-
sidered in the order of filing.

5. Inquiries concernfifg the land should
be addresed to_ the Chief, Branch of
Lands and Minerals Operations, Bureau
of Land Management, P.O. Box 2965,
Portland, Oregon 97208.

HAROLD A. BERENDS, "
Chief, Branch of Lands
and Minerals Operations.

[PR Doc.76-34102 Piled 11-17-76;8:45 am)

SALEM DISTRICT MULTIPLE USE
ADVISORY BOARD

Meeting
Notice Is hereby given that the Salem

District Multiple Use Advisory Board
will meet on December 9, 1976 commenc-
ing at 9 am., in the Bureau of Land
Management Salem District Omce, 3550
Liberty Road South, Salem, Oregon. The
agenda for the meeting will include dis-
cussions of the District programs for
Fiscal Year 1977, status of oil and gas
leasing, status- of district planning ef-
forts and the. status of the forest
Inventory..

The uieting will be open to the public.
In addition to discussion of agenda topics
by board members, there will be time for
brief statements on agenda topics by
non-members. Persons wishing to make
oral statements must inform the Board
Chairman in writing prior to the meet-
ing. Written statements should be sent to
Chairman, District Multiple Use Advi-
sory Board In care of the District Man-
ager, Bureau of Land Management, P.O.
Box 3227, Salem, Oregon 97302.

'EDWARD G. STAUBEtR,
Salem District Manager.

NOVE BER 8, 1976.
[FR Doo.76-"4106 Filed 11-17-76;8:45 am]

lWyoming 572531
WYOMING
Application

NovM1aBs 5, 1976.
Notice Is hereby given that pursuant

to section 28 of the Mineral Leasing Act
of 1920, as amended (30 U.S.C. 185),
Northwest Pipeline Corporation of Salt
Lake City, Utah, filed an application for
a right-of-way to construct a 40£ inch
pipeline for the purpose of transporting
natural gas across the following de-
scribed National Resource Lands:

sixTir PRINCIPAL MRmDIAN, "Wyot1imn

T. 28 N., n. 114 W.,
See. 9, NW/4 NW/ 4 , &%NWY4, NJSWJ,

SES/4 8W%, and SW SEi4:
Sec. 32, lots 1 and 10;
Sec. 33, SWy41WY4 and NWy4SW',,

The pipeline will transport natural gas,
into an existing gathering system, from
a point in see. 4, to a point in sec, 9, and
from a point In sec. 32 to a point in sec.
33, T. 28 N., R. 114 W., Sublette County,
Wyoming.

The purpose of this notice Is to inform
the public that the Bureau will be pro-
ceeding with consideration of whether
the application should be approved and,
if so, under what terms and conditions.

Interested persons desiring to express
their views should do so promptly. Per-
sons submitting comments should include
their name and address and send them
to the District Manager, Bureau of Land
Mainagement, P.O. Box 1869, Rock
Springs, Wyoming 82901.

HAROLD G. STINcHcomn,
Chief, Branch of Lands and

Minerals Operations.
[FR Doc.76-34103 Filed 11-17-76;8,45 nml

Office of the Secretary
WATCHES AND WATCH MOVEMENTS

Rules for Allocation of Quotas for Calendar
Year 1977 Among Producers Located In
the Virgin Islands, Guam and American
Samoa

CROSS REFnRENCE: For a document
,concerning rules to govern the duty-free
quotas of watches and watch movement,
issued jointly by the Department of Com-
merce and the Department of the Inter-
ior, see FR Doe, 76-34044 in the notices
section of this FEDERAL Ramisn.

LEGAL SERVICES CORPORATION

LEGAL AID BUREAU, INC., BALTIMORE,
MD. AND SOUTH MISSISSIPPI LEGAL
SERVICES CORP., JACKSON, MISS.

Grants and Contracts
NOVEmnSER 15, 1970,

The Legal Services Corporation was
established pursuant to the Legal Serv-
ices Corporation Act of 1974, Pub. L. 93-
355, 88 Stat. 378, 42 U.S.C. 299C-29901.
Section 1007(f) provides: "At least thirty
days prior to the approval of any grant
application or prior to entering into a
contract or prior to the initiation of any
other project, the Corporation shall an-
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nounce publicly, and shall notify the
Governor and the State Bar Association

"of any State where lega assistance will
thereby be initiated, of such grant, con-
tract, or project * * *"

The Legal Services Corporation hereby
announces publicly that it is considering
the grant applications submitted by:

- 1. Legal Aid Bureau Inc., Baltimore, Mary-
land.

2. South ississippi Legal ServicesCorpo-
ration, Jackson, Mississippi -

Additional information ,may be ob-
tained by writing the Legal Services Cor-
poration, 733 Fifteenth Street, NW.,
Suite 700, Washington, D.C. 20005.

TkOWrAS EHMLICH,
President.

[FR Doc.76-34020 Filed 11-17-76;8:45 am]

* MARINE MAMMAL COMMISSION
PRIVACY ACT OF 1974

Amendment To Notice of Systems of
Records

Notice is hereby given that the Marine
Mammal Commission, in accord with the
provisions of the Privacy -Act of 1974,
Pub. L. 93-579, 5 U.S.C. 552a, proposes
to amend the Notice of Systems of Rec-
ords published in the PMERAL IEGISTER
of 15 September 1976 (41 FR 39731), in
order to establish additional routine uses
by adding under "MMC-5", Payroll Rec-
ords, - and immediately following the
paragraph designated "Routine uses of
Records maintained in the system, in-
cluding categories of users and the pur-
poses of such uses:" the following an-
guage:

A copy of an employee's Department of the
Treasury Form W-2, Wage and Tax State-
ment, also is disclosed to, the State, city, or
other local jurisdiction which is authorized
to tax the employee's compensation. The
record will be provided in accordance with
a withholding agreement between the State,
city, or other local jurisdiction and the De-
partment of the Treasury pursuant to 5 US.C.
5516, 5517, or 5520, or, in the absence thereof,
In response f" a written request from an
appropriate official of the taxing Jurisdiction
to the Executive Director, Marine Mammal
Commission, 1625 I Street, NW, Room 307,
Washington, D.C. 20006. The request must In-
clude a copy of-the applicable statute or
ordinance authorizing the taxation of com-
pensation and should indicate whether the
authority of the jurisdiction to tax the em-
ployee is based on place of residence, place of
employment, or both.

Pursuant to a withholding agreement be-
tween a city and the Department of -the
Treasury (5 U.S.C. 5520), copies of executed
city tax withholding certificates shall be fur-
nished the city in response to written re-
quest from an appropriate city official to the
Executive Director of the Marine Mammal
Commission.

In -the absence of a withholding agree-
- ment, the Social Security Number wll- be

furnished only to a taxing Jurisdiction 'which
has furnished this agency with evidence of
its independent authorityrto compel dis-
closure of the Social Security Number, in
accordance with section 7 of the Privacy Act,
Pub. L. 93-579.

NOTICES

iand by adding to the Appendix to MMC-
5 the following language:

A record from this system of records may
be disclosed to offmcers and employees or the
General Services Administration In connec-
tion with administrative services provided
to this agency under agreement with GSA.

The operation of these routine uses
will permit the General Services Ad-
ministration to obtain and transfer em-
ployee tax Information to State and local
taxing jurisdictions and to continue to
provide adequate administrative services
to the Commission.

Any person interested In the proposed
amendments may submit written com-
ments to the Executive Director, Marine
Mammal Commission, 1625 I Street,
NW., Room 307, Washington, D.C. 20006
on or before December 20, 1976. The
amendment of this System of Records
will become effective on 20 December
1976 unless the Commission publishes
notice to the contrary.

Dated: November 10, 1976.
JoHN R. T~wiss, Jr.,

Executive Director.
[FR Doc.76-34002 Flied 11-17-70;8:45 am)

NATIONAL AERONAUTICS AND
SPACE ADMINISTRATION

50875

20546, telephone Area Code 202, 755-
3003.

NovmEn 12, 1976.
- JoHN M. COULTE,

Acting Assistant Administrator
for DOD and Interagency
Affairs, National Aeronautics
and Space Administration.

[PR Doc.76-33985 Filed 11-17-76;8:45 am]

NATIONAL FOUNDATION ON THE
ARTS AND THE HUMANITIES

ADVISORY COMMITTEE FELLOWSHIPS
PANEL
Meeting

NovExiia 9, 1976.
Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed-

eral Advisory Committee Act (Pub. L.
92-463) notice is hereby given that meet-
ings of the Fellowships Panel will be held
at 806 15th Street NW room 314, Wash-
ington, D.C. on December 13, 1976.

The purpose of the meetings is to re-
view Summer Stipend applications sub-
mitted to the National Endowment for
the Humanities for 1977 summer grants.

Because the proposed meetings will
consider financial Information and per-
sonnel and similar files the disclosure of
which would constitute a clearly unwar-

[Notice (76-104) 1 ranted invasion of personal privacy, pur-.
NASA RESEARCH AND TECHNOLOGY AD- suant to authority granted me by the

VISORY COUNCIL COMMITTEE ON Chairmans Delegation of Authority to
AERONAUTICAL PRbPULSION Close Advisory Committee Meetings,

dated August 13, 1973,1 have determinedMeeting that the meetings wduld fall within ex-
The NASA Research and Technology emptIons (4) and (6) of 5 U.S.C. 552(b)

Advisory Council Committee on Aero- and that it is essential to close the meet-
nautical Propulsion will meet on Decem- ings to protect the free exchange of in-
ber 6-8, 1976, at the NASA Dryden Flight ternal views and to avoid interference
Rsearch Center, Edwards, California with operation of the Committee.
93523. The meeting will be held in Con- _ It is suggested thatthose desiring more
ference Room 2000 of -Building 4800. specific information contact the Ad-
Members of the public will be admitted visory Committee Management Officer,
on a first-come, first-served basis, up to Mr. JohnW. Jordan, 806 15th StreetNW,
the seating capacity of the room, which Washington. D.C. 20506, or call area code
is about 25 persons. All visitors must 202-382-2031.
report to the Dryden Flight Research JOHN W. JORDAq,
Center Receptionist In Building 4800. Advisory Committee

The NASA Research and Technology Management Officer.
Advisory Council Committee on Aero- IFR Doc.'lG-34D0i Filed 21-17-76;8:45 am]
nautical Propulsion was established to
advise NASA's senior management in the
areas of aeronautical propulsion research DANCE ADVISORY PANEL
and technology. The Committee studies Meeting -
issues, pinpolnts; critieall~roblems, deter- Pn
mines gaps in needed technology, points Pursuant to section O(a)t(2) of the
out desirable goals and objectives, sum- Federal Advisory CommiteeA t (Pub. t
marizes the state of the art, assesses on- 92-463), notice is hereby given that a
going work, and makes recommenda- meeting of the Dance Advisory Panel to
tions to help NASA plan and carry out the National Council on the Arts will be
an aeronautical propulsion program of held on December 4, 1976, from 10:00
greatest benefit to thenation. a.m.-5:45 p.m. and December 5-6, 1976,

There are 13 members on the Aero- from 9:00 an.6:0O pm., in New York
nautical Propulslon'Commrittee. The cur- City, New York. The session on Decem-
rent Chairman is Ar. Morris A. Zipkin. ber 4, from 10:00 a.m.-2:15 p.m., will be
The Agenda for the meeting will be pub- held in the Auditorium, New York PublicIbrary at Lincoln Center, 111 Amster-
lIshed-withln one week. dam Avenue. On December 4, from 2:15

For further Information please con- pm.-5 :45 p.m., the meeting will be in the
tact Mr. Harry W. Johnson, Code RI,' Astor Gallery, New York Public Library
NASA Headquarters, Washington, DC at Lincoln Center. Sessions on Decem-
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ber 5, will be held in the conference room,
Esssex House Hotel, 160 Central Park
South. The December 6 sessions will be
held In the Metropolitan Opera Board
Room, Lincoln Center.

A portion of this meeting. will be open
to the public on December 4, from 10:00
a.m.-l:00 p.m., and 3:45 p.m.-5:45 pm.
on a space available basis. Accommoda-
tions are limited. During the morning
open session there will be a dance work-
shop and the afternoon session will con-
sist of a review of the Dance Touring
Program guidelines.

The remaining sessions of this meeting
on December 4, from 1:00 p.m.-3:45 pm.
and December 5-6, from 9:00 a.m.-6:00
p.m. are for the purpose of Panel review,
discussion, evaluation, and recommenda-
tion on applications for financial assist-
ance under the National Foundation on
the Arts and the Humanities Act of 1965,
as amended, Including discussion of In-
foramtion given in confidence to the
agency by grant applicants. In accord-
ance with the determination of the
Chairman published in the FEDERAL REG-
ISTER of June 16, 1975, these sessions,
which involve matters exempt from the
requirements of public disclosure under
the provisions of the Freedom of Infor-
mation Act (5 U.S.C. 552(bY (4),-(5), and
(6)) will not be open to the public.

Further information with reference to
this meeting can be obtained from Mr.
Robert M. Sims, Advisory Committee
Management Officer, National Endow-
ment for the Arts, Washington, D.C.
20500, or call (202) 634-6377.

ROBERT M. SIMS,
Administrative Officer, Nation-

al Endowment for the Arts,
/ National Foundation on the

Arts and the Humanities.
[TF Doc.76-44108 Filed 11-17-76;8:45 anil
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Management Officer, National Endow-
ment for the Arts, Washington, D.C.
20506, or call (202) 634-63'j7.

) ROBERT M. SMS,
Administrative Officer, National

Endowment for the Arts, Na-
tional Foundation on the Arts,
and the Humanities.

[E Doc.76-34109 Filed 11-17-76;8:45 am]

NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION
SCIENCE APPLICATIONS TASK FORCE

Establishment
Pursuant to the Federal Advisory Com-

mittee Act (Pub. .. 92-463), I have
hereby determined that the establish-

,ment of the Science Applications Task
Force is necessary, appropriate, and in
the public interest in connection with
the performance of duties imposed upon
the National Science Foundation (NSF)
by the National Sciencb Foundation Act
of 1950, as amended, and other appli-
cable law. This determination follows
consultation with the Office of Manage-
ment and Budget (OMB),_pursuant to
section 9(a) (2) of the Federal Advisory
Comnlittee Act and OMB Circular A-63,
Revised.
1. Designation: Science Applications Task

Force.
2. Purpose: To provide advice and assess-

ments and make recommendations to,
the NSF Director on-science applications
programs and-related organization and
management issues.

S. Establishment and duration: The Task
Force is effective on the date the chtliter
Is filed with the-Dlrector, NSF, and the
standing committees of Congress having
legislative Jurisdiction of the National.
Science Foundation. The Task Force will
continue for one calendar year from the
date of this filing. -

4. Membership: The Task Force will consist
of approximately 16 members selected

VISUAL ARTS ADVISORY PANEL for their ability to conduct, manage, or
direct science applications activities.

Meeting Membership on the Task Force 'w be
Pursuant to section 10(a) (2) of the reasonably balanced In terms of geo-

Federal Advisory Committee-Act (Pub. - graphic distribution, size and type of

.. 92-463), notice is hereby given that organizations represented, ethnic minor-
a closed meeting of the Visual Arts Ad- Ities,'and sex.

6. Task Force operation. The Task Force willvisorY Panel to the National Councl on operate In accordance with the provi-
the Arts will be held on December 2-3, sions of the Federal Advisory Committee
1976, from 9:30 an..6:0 p.m., in Room Act (Pub. L. 92-463); Foundation policy
1115, Columbia Plaza Building, 2401 E and procedures; OMB Circular A-63, Re-
Street, NW, 'Washington, D.C. vised; and other directives and instruc-

This meeting is for the purpose of tions issued in .implementation of the
Panel review, discussion, evaluation, and Act.
recommendation on applications for fi- E. C. CREuTz,
nancial assistance under the National Acting Director.
Foundation on the Arts and the Human-
ities Act of 1965, as amended, including NOVEMER 15, 1976.
'discussion of information given in con- [FR Doc.76--34087 Filed 11-17-76;8:45 am]
fidence to the agency by grant appli-
cants. In accordance with the determt- NUCLEAR REGULATORY
nation of the Chairnianpublished in the
FEDERAL REGISTER of'June 16, 1975, this COMMISSION
meeting, which involves matters exempt [Docket Nos. STN 50-556 and STH 50-5571
from the requirements of public disclo- PUBLIC SERVICE'CO. OF OKLAHOMA
sure under the provisions of the Freedom ERI AL
of Information Act (5 U.S.C. 552(b)
(4), (5), and (6)) will not be open to the Receipt of Additional Antitrust Informa-
public. . tion; Time for Submission of Views on

Further information with'reference to Antitrust Matters -

this meeting can be obtained from Mr. In the matter of Public Service Co. of
Robert At Sims, Advisory Committee Oklahoma, Associated Electric Coopera-

tive, Inc., and Western Farmers Electric
Cooperative.

Public Service Company of Oklahoma,
pursuant to section 103 of the Atomic
Energy Act of 1954, as amended, filed, on
August 23, 1976, Information requested
by the Attorney General for Antitrust
Review as required by 10 CFR 50, Ap-
pendix L. This information adds West-
ern Farmers Electric Cooperative as a
Joint owner of the Black Fox Station,
Units I and 2. The Information was filed
In connection with Public Service Com-
pany of Oklahoma and Associated Elec-
tric Cooperative, Inc.'s plans to construct
and operate two boiling water nuclear
reactors near the Town of Inola, Rogers
County, Oklahoma. The original anti-
trust portion of the application was sub-
mitted on November 20, 1974, by Public
Service Company of Oklahoma, The No-
tice of Receipt of the Antitrust Applica-
tion was published in the FEDERAL Reais-
TRn under Docket No. P-531-A on Janu-
ary 17, 1975 (40 FR 3030).

The remaining portions of the applica-
tion, consisting of general and financial
information and a Prellmiary Safety
Analysis Report accompanied by an Envi-
ronmental Report were docketed on De-
cember 23, 1975 and assigned Docket Nos.
STN 50-556 and STN 60-557. The dock-
eted. application contained an additional
owner, Associated Electric Cooperative,
Inc. Notice of Receipt of Application for
Construction Permits and Operating Li-
censes and Availability of Applicants'
Environmental Report was published In
the FDERAL REGISTER on January 23, 1976
(41 FR 3517). The Notice of Hearing was
also published on January 23, 1976 (41
FR 3515).

A copy of all the above stated docu-
ments are available for public Inspection
at the Commission's Public Document
Room, 1717 H Street, NW., Washington,
D.C. 20555 and at the Tulsa City-County
Library, 400 Civic Center, Tulsa, Okla-
homa 74102.

Any person who wishes to have hil
views on the antitrust matters of the
application presented to the Attorney
General for consideration should submit
such views to the U.S. Nuclear Regl-
latory Commission, Washington, D.C.
20555. Attention: Antitrust and Indem-
nity Group, Nuclear Reactor Regulation
on or before December 27, 1976.

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, this 20th
day of October, 1976.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Comml,-
sion.

OLAIx D. PAnH,
Chief, Light Water neactors,

Branch No. 3, Division o1
Prolect Management.

[FR Doc.76-31351 Filed 10-27-76;8:45 aml

[Docket Nos. 50-348A; 50-304A]
ALABAMA POWER CO. (JOSEPH M. FAR-

LEY NUCLEAR PLANT, UNITS I AND 2:)
Antitrust Proceeding;, Rescheduling of Oral

Argument
Please take notice, that the Atomic

Safety and Licensing Board has re-
scheduled oral argument in the above-
captioned proceeding from Thursday,
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November 18, 1976, at East West Towers,
4350- East West Highway, Bethesda,
"Maryland 20014, 5th Floor Hearing
Room, commencing at 10:00 A.M., to
Monday, November 22, 1976, at East
West Towers, 4350 East West Highway,
Bethesda, Maryland 20014, 5th Floor
Hearing Room, commencing at 10:00
AM.

Applicant, Alabama Power Company
(AP Co.) Yhall be allocated a total of two
(2) hours to make its presentation, but
may reserve part of this time' allotment
for rebuttal.

-The Department of Justice (DJ), in-
tervenors Alabama Electric Cooperative
(AEC) and Municipal Electric Utility
Association (MEUA) and the Regulatory
Staff of the Nuclear Regulatory Commis-
sion (Staff) shall be allocated a com-
bined total of .two (2) hours to make
their presentation, but may reserve part
of this time allotment for rebuttal. The
Atomic Safety.and Licensing Board en-
courages DJ, AEC, MEUA and Staff to
apportion their allotted time in a manner
which will be conducive to an orderly
presentation.

The oral argument will be presented in
the following order: DJ,-AEC, MEUA'and
Staff (2 Hours); Alabama Power Co. (2
Hours). -

It is so ordered.
Aromc SAnTy Am Lxcnrs--

ING BOARD,
McHAEL L. GLASER,

Chairman.
NoVEMBER 4, 1976. 1

[FR Doc.76-34317 Fniled 11-17-76;10:01 am]-
7

[Docket No. 50-264]
DOW CHEMICAL CO.

Proposed Renewal of Facility License
The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commis-

sion (the Commission) is considering re-
newal of Facility License No. R-108 (the
license) issued to the Dow Chemical
Company (the licensee), for operation of
the TRIGA Mark I type nuclear reactor,
located in Midland, Michigan..

The renewal would extend the expira-
tion date of the license to December 20,
1986, in accordance with the licensee's
application for renewal dated March 11,
1976; as suppleniented November 5, 1976.

Prior to renewal of the license, the
Commission will have made the findings
required by- the Atomic Energy Act of
1954, as amended (the Act), and the
Commission's rules and regulations.

By-December 20, 1976, the licensee may
file a. request for a hearing and any
person whose interest may be affected by
this proceeding may file a request for a
hearing in the form of a petition for leave
to intervene with respect to the renewal
of th subject facility license. Petitions
for leave to intervene must be filed under
oath or affirmation in accordance with
the provisions of § 2.714 of l0 CFR Part
2 Of the Commission's regulations. A pe-
tition for leave to intervene must set

forth the interest of the petitioner In the the EdFst Courtroom, US. Post Office and
proceeding, how that interest may be af- Courthouse Building, 300 N.E. First Ave-
fected by the results of the proceeding, nue, Miami, Florida. The hearing will
how that interest may be affected by continue, if necessary, at this place
the results of the proceeding, and the pe- through Saturday, December 4, 1976.
titioner's contentions with respect to the So ordered.
proposed licensing action. Such Petitions Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, this
must be filed n accordance with the pro-10th day of November 1976.
visions of this FEDERAL RE=ISE notice
and § 2.714, and must be filed with the THE Azomxc SAnFr AxD lacExs-
Secretaiy of the Commission, U.S. Nu- ING BOARD,
clear Regulatory Commission, Washing- eowAnD LUTO,
ton, D.C. 20555, Attention: Docketing . Chairman.
and Service Section, by the above date. IFR Doc.76-34319 Filed 11-17-76;10:01 am]
A copy of the petition and/or request for
a hearing should be sent to the Execu-
tive Legal Director, U.S. Nuclear Regula- [Docket No:RMi-5O-5]
tory Commission, Washington, D.C. GENERIC ENVIRONMENTAL STATEMENT
20555. ON MIXED OXIDE FUEL

A petition for leave to intervene must
be" accompanied by supporting aflldavit Order Convening Hearing
which identifies the specific aspect or as- The hearing noticed by the Commis-
pects of the proceeding as to which in- slon in its Notice of Hearing published in
tervention is desired and specifies with the FEDERAL REGisTEi January 6, 1976
particularity the facts on which the pe- (41 FR 1133) is hereby scheduled to con-
titioner relies as to both his interest and vne at 9:30 am. on Tuesday, November
his contentions with regard to each as- 30, 1976. It will be held in Conference
pect on which intervention Is requested. Room B, Departmental Auditorium, Con-
Petitions stating contentions relating stitution Avenue between 12th and 14th
only to matters outside the Commission's Streets, N.W., Washington, D.C. The
jurisdiction will be denied, hearing will commence with the ques-

All petitions will be acted upon by the tioning by the Board of the NRC Staffs
Commission or licensing board, desig- witnesses on the final GESMO I.
nated by the Commission or by the It is so ordered.
Chairman of the Atomic Safety and Li-
censing Board Panel. Timely petitions Dated at Madison, Wisconsin, this
will be considered to determine whether 14th day of November 1976.
a hearing should be noticed or another For the GESMO hearing board.
-appropriate order issued regarding the
disposition of the petit j0ns. GEORGE BuN-N,
a In the event that a hearing is held and Chairman.
a person is permitted to intervene, he be- [FR DoC.7G-34320 Filed 11-17-76;10:OI am]
comes a party to the proceeding and has
a right to pirtlcipate fully n the conduct [Docket No. 50-549]
of the hearing. For example, he may pre-
sent evidence and examine and cross- POWER AUTHORITY OF THE STATE OF
examine witnesses. NEW YORK (GREENE COUNTY NUCLEAR

For further details with respect to POWER PLANT)
this-action, see the application for license Order for Prehearing Conference
renewal dated March 11, 1976, as supple-
mented November 5, 1976, which Is avail- eA Secal Preheythg Conference wil
able for public inspection at the Com- benhedoyteAtomic Safety andLicens-
mission's Public Document Room, 177 g Board on November 23, 1976, begin-
H Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. ning at 10 a.m. at the Friar Tuck Inn on

Route 32N, Catskill, N.Y. This confer-Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, this 15th ence will consider the matters listed in
day of November 1976. 10 CFR Section 2.751a including the

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commis- setting of a discovery schedule.
Sion. Representatives of the parties will at-

Chief, ROBERT W. REID, tend and members of the public may doOhe, Operating Reactors
Brdnch No. 4, Division of Op- so. This conference is to be held for the
erating Reactors. purpose of considering preliminary mat-

[FR Doc.76-34318 Filed 11-17-76:10:01 am) ters and not for the purpose of hearing
limited appearances from members of

[Docket No. 50-389] the public.

FLORIDA POWER & LIGHT CO. (ST. LUCIE It is so ordered.
NUCLEAR POWER PROJECT, UNIT NO. 2) Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, this

Order for Evidentlary Hearing 15th day of November 1976.
Take notice that an evIdentiary hear- THE Arooc SArETr AND Laczs-

ng on all the matters remaining out.- NG BOARD,
standing n the captioned matter is FREDuc J. CoUrsx,
hereby scheduled to begin on Wednes- Chairman.
day, December 1, 1976 at 9:30 am,, in [FR Doc.76-34321 Fed 11-17-76;1O:Ol am]
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NATIONAL TRANSPORTATION (recommendation P-76-83); (2) examine
SAFETY BOARD its records to determine other locations

where gas lines were installed near ex-
- I-AR 76-47] isting sewer facilities (including a review

PIPELINE SAFETY RECOMMENDATIONS - of sewer blockages complaints), then In-
AND RESPONSE spect these locations, and take corrective

c---dtion where necesary (P-76-84); (3)
Availability and Receipt revise its construction standards to re-

Urgent followup action- was recom- quire that underground facilities be lo-
mended November 12 by the National cated accurately before construction and
Transportation Safety Board in a letter to provide protection for these facilities
addressed to the Wisconsin Natural Gas. near boring operations (P-76-85); and
Company of Racine, Wisconsin. The four (4) inform its Inspectors and supervisory
Class I recommendations, Nos. P-76-83 personnel of the circumstances of this
through P-76-86, were made following accident, train them to be alert for simi-
Board investigatioii of an explosion and lar conditions, and advise them of pre-
a fire which last August 29 destroyed a ventive actions (P-76-86). - -
house in Kenosha, Wisconsin. Two per- The Materials Transportation Bureau,
sons were killed, four persons were in- by letter dated November 1, has re-
Jured, and two adjacent houses were sponded for the Department of Trans-
damaged. portation to Safety Board recommenda-
-The destroyed house was not served tions P-76-20 and P-76-21 which were

by natural gas. However, natural gas, issued following investigation of the Mid-
which was escaping at 58 psig pressure America Pipeline System's accident
from a punctured 2-inch plastic main which occurred last February 25 near
located 39 feet away, had-entered the Whithafal, Texas. (See 41 FR 26079,
house through a 6-inch sewer lateral. June 24, 1976.)
The gas was-ignited by an unknown. MTB states that recommendation P-
source. Investigation disclosed that the 76-20 is essentially the same as recom-
gas main, perpendicular to the sewer tile, mendation P-76-2 which resulted from
had been installed by boring through the investigation of the Southern Union Gas
bottom of the sewer tile. Company's March 1974 accident near

In July 1975, the Wisconsin Natural Farmington, New Mexico. MTB re-
Gas Company (Wisconsin) employed a sponded to P-76-2 on April 19 (41' FR
contractor to construct the gas main 18731, May 6, 1976)'and states that its
parallel to the curb where the house was response to that recommendation ad-
situated. The contractor used a coin- dressed In detail the ongoing Office of
bination of open trenching and pneu- Pipeline Safety (OPSO) activity relative
matic boring techniques to install the to the welded seamproblem in both the
main. An experienced Wisconsin em- gas and liquid pipeline industries. MTB
ployee inspected the construction. His comments that activity relative to the
daily log, turned in to his supervisor each welded seam problem will continue, and
evening, recorded that a sewer lateral regulatory action as appropriate for the
had been-broken a block away during the problems Identified will be taken. A copy
construction. While supervisory person- of MTB's-April 19 letter, with a revised
nel reviewed the logs to determine' the Appendix summarizing the seam weld
status of construction and to identify any failures, is attached to MTB's Novem-
unusual relatedI circumstances, construc- ber 1.
tion procedures were not changed as a -Recommendation P-76-21 asked DOT
result of this recorded break, to request all pipeline companies which

Shortly after construction was coin- have installed electric reslstan~e weld
pleted, residents of the later destroyed (ERW) pipe manufactured by the Jones
house discovered a blockage in their and Laughlin Steel Corporation to review
-sewer lateral and contracted to have it their records on longitudinal seam fall-
cleaned out. A first cleaning attempt was ures, determine if- the number of such
unsuccessful. During a second cleaning failures is abnormally high, and, after
attempt, an auger inserted into the 6- review of these data, take necessary cor-
inch lateral struck and ruptured the 2- rective action. In response, MTB states
Inch plastic main. that it will not conduct the requested

The Board notes that the day after the review since sufficient data is not avail-
accident, Wisconsin excavated four sewer- able to perform a meaningful review of
laterals near the ruptured gas main and the performance of the ERW pipe. How-
found that two of these laterals had been ever, MTB indicates that OPSO does have
damaged during the gas main construc- other action planned which MTh believes
tion when the gas main was installed will accomplish the ultimate goal of rec-
partially inside the sewer laterals. Wis- ommendation P-76-21. From previous
consin is continuing to excavate, inspect, studies and evaluations of accident sta-
and repair when necessary the sewer tistics, according to MTB, there Is a need
laterals along the street where the ac- for liquid pipeline operators to qualify
cident occurred. the maximum operating pressure of the

In view of its findings, the Board rec- pipelines, particularly for those trans-
ommended that Wisconsin (1) complete porting highly volatile or toxic liquids.
inspection of those locations along the Therefore, MTB proposes that operators
construction route where gas mains and thoroughly evaluate the physical condi-
sewer laterals may be in proximity to tion of their pipelines; where a pipeline
one another and correct any deficiencies does not meet certain specified criteria,

the operator will be required to upgrade
the condition to conform to that critcria'

In MTB's opinion this "will mnimlzo
any future safety problems with longi-
tudinal welds since experience has shown
that a longitudinal weld problem of the
type addressed in this report has not oc-
curred or has been eliminated where a
test has- been performed at a pressuro
substantially above the operating pres-
sure." OPSO plans to issue a notice of
proposed rulemaking on this subject,
tentatively scheduled during 1977.

The safety recommendatlon letter 13 nvall-
able to the general public; single copie may
be obtained without charge. Copies of the
letterresponding to safety recommendatlons
may be obtained at a cost of $4.00 for service
and 10 per page for reproduction. All re-
quests must be In writing, identified by rec-
omnmendation number and date of publica-
tion- of this ?rnmnz, Rroxsrn notice. Addresi
inquiries to: Publications Unit, National
Transportation Safety Board, Waglilngton,
D.C. 20594.
(See. 307 of the Independent Safety Board
Act of 1974 (Pub. L. 93-033, 88 Stat, 2172
(49 U.S.C. 106)))

MARGARLT L. FISHEn,
FederaZ Register Liaison Officer.'

NOVEMBER 15, 1976.
IFR Doc.76-34052 Filed 11-16-70;8:15 an]

OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND
BUDGET

CLEARANCE OF REPORTS
-List of Requests

The following Is P list of requests for
-clearance of reports intended for use in
collecting information from the public
received by the Office of Management
and Budget on November 11, 1976 (44'
USC 3509). The purpose of publishing
this list in the FEDERAL REGISTER IS to In-
form the public.

The list includes the title of each
request received; the name of the agency
sponsoring the proposed collection of
information; the agency form num-
ber(s), If applicable; the frequency with
which the information is proposed to be
collected; the name of the reviewer or
reviewing division within OMB, and an
indication of who will be the respondents
to the proposed collection.

Requests for extension which appear
to raise no significant issues are to be
approved after brief notice through this
release.

Further Information about the Items
on this daily list may be obtained from
the clearance office, Office of Manage-
ment and Budget, Washington, D.C.
20503, 202-395-4529, or from the re-
viewer listed.

Nrw FoaJ~s

sMALL MSIn~a AiMiLNSATIOM

Survey of Women Buslncu 'Owners, Single-
time, 1,000 women business owner, Lowry.
X. L., 395-3772.
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,DEPARTME-NT 'OF OO Z5.IEOE

Bbreau of Census:
National Longitudinal Surveys, Survey of

Work Experience -of Mature Women-
1977 Questionnaire ind Advance Letter,
LGT 381,383, Annually, Women between
ages of 30-44 In 1967. George al. 395-
6140.

Economic Development Administration:
LPW-Project Conpletion Report, ED-745,

On occasion, Units of local government.
- Lowry, H. L., 395-3772.

DEPARTMENT OF DEFW5V

-Departmental and Other, questionnaire on
Industrial Security Procedures and Prac-
tices outside the United States, single-
-time, industrial firms with DOD :acility
'clearances, National S- ecurity Division.
Caywood, D. P., 395-4734-

DEPARTZMNT OF HEALT , EDUCATION, AND
VVELFARE

Social Security Administration:
Records of SSI Inquiry, SSA-3462, other

(see SF--83), Persons who Inquire about
payments under title = of SS Act,
Caywood, D. P. 395-3443.

Offce of Human Development:
Instruction for Completing Application for

Federal Asslstanefor BSA Special ProJ-
ects-and Facilities, Grants, HEW--6O8T.
annually, Government agencies and in-
stitutions of higher education and pri-
vate non-profit, Lowry, R L., 395-3772.

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Departmental and other:
Request for Proposal DOT.-OST-039, single-

time, freight shippers, Strasser, A., 395-
5867.

Federal Aviation Administration:
Airport Financial Statement and Related

Instrudtions, Re Terminal Area linan-
cial Dats, FAA 5100-SSO, single-time.
196 selected public airports, Lowry, It. L.,
395-3772.

RVISIONS

VETERANS ADLMNISTRATION v

Application for Designation As Compliance
Inspector, 26-6683, on occasion, contrac-
tors,.archtects, -%fUders, Caywood, D. P..
395-3443.
DEPARTMENT OF EALTH, EDUCATION, AND

WELFARE

Social and Rehabilitation Service, Social
Services - Expenditures under Title XX
(SSA) SRS-OA 41.1, SRS-OA 41.1, SRS-OA

- 41, quarterly, state's welfare agencies, Cay-
-wood, D. P., 395-3443.

EXTENSIONS

NATIONAL FOUNDATION ON THE ARTS AND

Project Grand Application, NEA-3, on oc-
casion, charitable and -educatlonal orga-
nizations, Warren Topelius. 395-5872.

Cash Request and Fiscal Rep6rt Form.
NEA-7, on occasion, charitable and edu-
cational institutions, Warren Topellus,
395-5872.

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE

Departmentaland other:
Contract Funds Status Report (CrSR), DD

1586, quarteiy,- Contractors, _arsha
Traynham, 395-4529.

DEPARTMIENT OF MEALT , EDUCATION, AND
7ELFARE

- " OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY )
Report to the DHEw to 45 CFi 80.6 on the

Specific Use of Federal Financial Assist-
ance, OS 40-74, on occassion, recipients of

-NOTICES

federal financlal assistance, Laverno V. 01-
lns, Lowry, R. U, 395-87.

PEI.n D. LtMNsz,
Budget and Management Officer.

[1R Doe.70-34132 Filed 11-17-76;8:45 am]

CLEARANCE OF REPORTS

List of Requests

The following Is a list of requests for
clearance of reports infended for use In
collecting information from the public
received by the Office of Management
and Budget on November 12, 1976 (44
U..C. 3509). The purpose of publishing
this list in the F!EDERAL REGISTER is to In-
form the public.

The list includes the title of each re-
quest received; the name of the agency
sponsoring the proposed collection of in-
formation; the agency form number(s).
if applicable; the frequency with which
the information is proposed to be col-
lected; the name of the reviewer or re-
viewingdivislon within OMB, and an in-
dication of who will be respondents to
the proposed collection.

Requests for extension which appear to
raise no significant issues are to be ap-
proved after brief notice through this re-
lease.

Further information about the Items
on this daily list may be obtained from
the Clearance Offce, Office of Manage-
ment and Budget, Washington, D.C.
20503 (202-395-4529), or from the re-
viewer listed.

NEW Fo Rms

NATIONAL COMM2,ISSION ON IEcTE .O'.C TND
TL'ANSYM

Cost Benefit Analys.s, an Interview Guide foe
Gathering of Sample Data single-time. fl-
nancial institutions, Caywood, D. P., 305-

443.
REVISIONS

DEPARTMEN'T Or coMrac

Bureau of Census:
Farm Machinery and Equipment. U.-35A.

anually, manufacturing establlshmenta,
-Cynthis Wiggings. 395-88L

Mining Machinery. MA-3b5, annually.
manufacturing establishment, Cynthia
Wlgglns, 395-5631.

DEPAnTz.IENT OF TRANSPoITATION

Federal Railroad Adminstrton:
Annual Summary Report of Railroad In-

jury and fllnes , FRA-P6180-45, annually,
railroads, Eilett, CAL, 395-587.

R.ailroad Injury and Ilness Summary,
6180-55, Monthly, U.S. railroads, Ellett,
C.A., 395-5867.

DEPARTSENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATIO.N, AND
WE£LFARE

Heath Services Administration, Profes-
stonal Standards Review Organimtlon

-Routine, Federal Reporting Require-
ments, HSABQA 060, quarterly, all
funded conditional PSROS and delegated
hospitals, Richard Elsinger, 395-0140.

Food and Drug Admlnltrutlon, Drug Ex-
perlenceo Report (short form). MD 1039,
on occasion, physicians and other medi-
cal professionals, Richard Elinger, 395-
0140. )-_ PHLLIP D. Lsnsn,

Budget and Management OfIcer.
[FR Doc.76-34131 Filed l-17-76;8:45 am]
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OFFICE OF SCIENCE AND
TECHNOLOGY POLICY

INTERGOVERNMENTAL SCIENCE, ENGI-
NEERING AND TECHNOLOGY ADVISORY
PANEL

Meeting
In accordance with the Federal Ad-

visory Committee Act, Pub. .92-463, the
OMce of Science and Technology Policy
anonunces the following meeting: ,

Name: Intergovernmental Science Engineer-
lg and Technology Advisory Panel

Date: December 7, 1976.
Time: 9 a -. to 0:30 p.m.
Place: New Executive OMce Building,, 726

JacLson Place, N17., Room 2008, Washing-,
ton, D.C.

Type of meeting: Open.
Contact person: Mr. Louis H. Blair, Office of

Science and Technology Policy, Executive
Office of the President, telephone (202)
395-4931. Anyone who plans to attend
should contact Mr. Blair by December 3,
1976.

Purpose of the panel: The Intergovernmen-
tal Science Engineering and Technology
Advisory Panel was established on Novem-
ber 4, 1976. The Panel is to Identify state,
reglonal and local government problems
which research and technology may as-ist
In resolving or ameliorating and to help de-
velop policies to transfer researcl and de-
velopment finding.

Trsvu~z Acrsma
Welcome and Introductory Remarks by the

Director of the Office of Science and Tech-
nology Policy.

Review of on-golng activity related to the
Panel's charter.

Discussion of future Panel activities..

WArrLInA J. MONTCOSIRRY,
Executive Officer, Office of

Science and Technology Policj.

Novnmrz 12, 1976
[MR Doc.76-34017 Filed 11-17-76;8:45 am]

RAILROAD RETIREMENT BOARD
RAILROAD UNEMPLOYMENT

INSURANCE ACCOUNT

Proclamation

Pursuant to section 8(a) of the Rail-
road Unemployment Insurance Ack, the
•Railroad Retirement Board has deter-
mined, and hereby proclaims, that the
balance to the credit of the railroad un-
employment insurance account as of the
close of business on September 30, 1976,
was a deficit of $420,743.74. Based on
this balance and pursuant to the table
In section 8(a) of the Railroad Unem-
ployment Insurance Act, the contribu-
tion rate to finance the railroad unem-
ployment insurance program for calen-
dar year 1977 shall be 8.0 percent.

In witness whereof the members of
the Railroad Retirement Board have
hereunto set their hands and caused its
seal to be affixed.

Done at Chicago, Illinois, this 12th day
of November 1976.

Dated: November 12, 1976.

JAmXs L. CowEN,
Ch.aiman

Nnn. P. SPEIRS,
Member
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By the, Railroad Retirement Board,
R. P. BUTLER,

Secretary of the Board.
[iFR Doc.76-34082 Filed 11-17-76;8:45 am]

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE
COMMISSION

[Release No. 34-12970; File Xos. SR-MCC-
78-6 and SR--MSTC--76-171

MIDWEST CLEARING CORP. AND
MIDWEST SECURITIES TRUST CO.

Proposed Rule Changes; Self-Regulatory
Organizations

Pursuant to section 19(b) (1) of the
Securities Exchange Act of. 1934, 15
U.S.C. 78s(b) (1), as amended by Pub. L.
No. 94--29, 16 (June 4, 1975), notice is
hereby given that on November 1, 1976,
the above-mentioned self-regulatory or-
ganizations filed with the Securities and
Exchange Commission proposed rule
changes as follows:

(Brackets indicate deletions; italics, new
material)

Statement of the Terms of Substance of
the Proposed Rule Changes f

AuToMAumc STOCz LOAN CHAGE--EFFEC-
TIrvE NOVEMBER 1, 1976-LOAN VALUE
POSITION

(Charged on daily average- loan value
for the month)

[$.009/DAY] $.0015/DAY -

STATEMENT OF BASIS AND PURPOSE

The purpose of the proposed rule
changes Is to Increase the Automat(
Stock Loan Charge to a level more realis-
tically related to the operating costs of
the clearing corporation and the de-
pository company.

The proposed rule changes represent
a reasonable allocation of charges among
participants.

Comments were neither solicited noi
received.

The Midwest Clearing Corporation and
the Midwest Securities Trust Compan3
believe that no burdens have been placed
on competitiorn

The foregoing rule changes have be-
come effective, pursuant to section 1
(b)-(3) of the Securities Exchange Ad
of 1934. At any time within sixty day,
of the filing of such proposed rubl
changes, the Commission may summarill
abrogate such rule changes if it appear
to the Commission that such action I,
necessary or appropriate in the public in.
terest, for the protection of investors, o
otherwise in furtherance of the pur-
poses of the Securities Exchange Act o:
1934.

Interested persons are invited to sub-
mit written data, views and argument.
concerning the foregoing. Persons desir.
ing to make written submissions shoul
file 6 copies thereof with the Secretar
of the Commission, Securities and Ex.
change Commission, Washington, D.C
20549. Copies of the filings -with -respec
-to the foregoing and of all written sub
missions- will be available for nspectilI

NOTICES

and copying in the Public Reference
Room, 1100-L Street, N.W, Washington,
D.C. Copies of such filings will also be
available for Inspection and copying at
the principal offices of the above-men-
tioned .elf-regulatory organizations. All
submissions should refer to the file num-
bers referenced in the caption above and
should be submitted on or before Decem-
ber 9,1976C.

-For the Comnlission by the Division
of Market Regulation, pursuant to dele-
gated authority.

SHIRLEY E. HOLLIS,
Assistant Secretary.

No f i a 12, 19,76.
[FR Doc.76-34018 Filed 11-17-76;8 45 ami

[Release No. 34-12960; File No. SR-MSRB-
16-10]

MUNICIPAL SECURITIES RULEMAKING
BOARD

Self-Regulatory Organizations; Proposed
Rule Change -

Pursuant to-section 19(b)(1) of the
Securities Exchange Act of 1934, 15
U.S.C. 78s(b) (1), as amended by Pub. L.
No. 94-29, 16 (June -,,1975), notice is
hereby given that on November 4, 1976,
the above-mentioned self-regulatory or-
ganization filed with the Securities and
Exchange Commission a proposed rule
change as fellows: "
STATEMENT OF THE TERMS OF SUBSTANCE

OF THE PROPOSED RULE CHANGE

The amendment to rule A-13 filed by
the ,Municipal Securities Rulemaking
Board (the "Board") reduces the fee to
be paid by a municipal securities broker
or municipal securities dealer under rule
A-13 from .005 percent'($.05 per $1,000)
to .003 percent ($.03 per $1,000) of the

:, face amount of all municipal securities
which are purchased from-an issuer as
part of a new issue by or through such
municipal securities broker or municipal

L securities dealer sad which have a final
r stated maturity of not less than two years
L from, the date of the securities.

STATEMENT OF BASIS AND PURPOSE

' The basiiknd purpose of the foregoing
proposed rule change are as follows:

PURPOSE OF PROPOSED RULE CHANGE
The purpose of the proposed tule

change Is to reduce the assessment rate
under rule A--13. Rule A-13 provides a
continuing source of revenue to defray

r the costs-and expenses of operating and
- administering the Board.

BASIS UNDER THEACT FOR PROPOSED RULE
_ CHANGE

'The Board has adopted the proposed
rule change, pursuant to sections 15E
(b) (2) (1) and 15B(b) (2) (J) of the Se-
curitiesExchange Act of 1934, as amend-
ed (the "Act). Section 15B(b) (2) (J) ol
the Act authorizes and direct the Board
to adopt rules prbviding for the assess-

_ ment of municipal securities brokers and
I municipal securities dealers to defray the

costs and expenses of operating and ad-
ministering the Board. Section 15B(b)
(2) (I) authorizes and directs the Board
to adopt rules providing for the opera-
tion and administration of the Board.

COlMENSS RECEIVED FROM MEMBERS, PAI-
-ITICIPANTS,,OR OTHERS ON PROPOSED RULE

CHANGn
Comments have not been solicited or

received on the proposed rule change:
BURDEN ON1 COMI~PETITION

In the opinion of the Board, the pro-
posed rule change does not constitute a
burden on tompetition.

The foregoing rule change has be-
come effective, pursuant to section 10 (b)
(3) (A) of the Act. At any time within
sixty-days of the filing of such proposed
rule change, the Commission may sum-
marily abrogate such rule change if it
appears to the Commission that uch
action is necessary or appropriate in the
public Interest, for the protection of In-
vestors or otherwise in furtherance of
the purposes of the Act,

Interested persoen are invited to sub-
mit written data, views and arguments
concerning the foregoing. Persons desir-
ing to make written submissions shofld
file 6 copies thereof with the Secretary
of the Commission, Securities and Ex-
change Commission, Washington, D.C.
20549. Copies of the filing with respect
to the foregoing and of all written sub-
missions will be available for inspection
and copying in the Public Reference
Room, 1100 L Street, N.W., Washington,
D.C. Copies of such filing will also be
available for Inspection and copying at
the principal office of the above-men-
tioned self-regulatory organization. All
submissions should refer to the file num-
ber referenced in the caption above and
should be submitted on or before De-

'cember 20, 1976.
For the Commission by the Division

of Market Regulation, pursuant to del-
egated authority.

GEOnGE A. FITZSIMMONS,
Secretary.

NOVMBER 8, 1976.

[FR Doc.76-33976 Filed 11-17-768:45 an]

tRelemso No. 34-129741

INTEGRATED NATIONWIDE SYSTEM
Resolution of Investor Disputes

The Commission announced that it
has received a report from the Office of

i Consumer Affairs vursuant to the direc-
tive contained in the May 20, 1976 re-
lease creating that Office that a study
be made of the need for a possible struc-
ture of an investor dispute resolution
system. In its report, the Office of Con-
sumer Affairs advised the Commissionthat, after extensive analysis of the
origin, nature and disposition of investor
complaints against registered brokerage
firms and evaluation of public comments
on this subject (see Securities Exchange

L Act. Rel. No. 34-12528, Juno 9, 1970, 41.,
PR 23803), the Office has concluded that
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the existing mechanisms for -resolving
such controversies, viz, litigation" and in-
dustry-sponsored arbitration, could be
more responsive to the needs of investors.
The Offic6 has recommended the crea-
tion of a three part integrated, nation-
wide-system for complaint processing and
the resolution of investor disputes.

THE RECOmaENDED SYSTEM

The first stage of the system would
operate at the level of brokerage firms

"with public customers. The Office has
recommended that each such firm be re-
quired to institute a system for the re-
ceipt, processing and disposition of in-
vestor complaints in a manner that will
insure full and fair consideration of the
complaint's merits within the firm and
which will result in periodic reporting of
relevant information to the Commission
and self-regulatory organizations.

'The second part of the system would
be a uniform mediation-arbitration code
that would provide for the efficient and
-economical arbitration of disputes, but
would not be burdensome, complex or
costly to the investor. In order to en-
courage the voluntary resolution of dis-
putes without proceeding to full arbitra-
tion, all parties -o a dispute submitted
for disposition under the code would be
required to engage in nonbinding, in-
formal mediation as a condition prece-
dent to formal arbitration. In order to
keep administrative and operational costs
to a minimum and to offer most in-
vestors a mechanism for the expeditious
resolution of disputes, the arbitration
code would include a streamlined, ab-
breviated arbitration format for disputeg
of less than $5,000.

The third element of the system would-
focus on those small dollar claims which
may not be litigated or arbitrated in an
economical or timely manner, i.e. claims
of less than $1,000. To resolve these dis-
putesthe Office has recommended the
establishment of a network of profes-
sional small claims idjusters, who would
consider statements submitted by all in-
terested parties. Under. appropriate
guidelines, the adjusters would be em-
powered to make -a settlement offer to
the investor which, if accepted, would be
paid by the firm on condition tha-t-the in-
vestor release all rights to any further
eqompen]ation. .

ADMINISTRATION OF THE SYSTEM

In order -to instill investor confidence
in the system, to insure uniform policy
decisions and -administration of the
mediation-arbitration code, and in fur-
therance of the objectives of a national
market system, the Office has recom-

- mended that a new, quasi-independent
entity be established by the self-regula-
tory organizations to administer the sys-
tem. This entity 'vould (1) serve as a
nationwide clearinghouse -for investor
disputes; (2) facilitate the informal reso-
lution of disputes by (a) directing com-
plaining investors to the in-house com-
plaint processing procedures established
by the brokerage firms with public cus-
tomers, and (b) maintaining a. network

of small claims adjusters; and, (3) ad-
minister the uniform mediation-arbitra-
tion program by calling on a nationwide
panel of arbitrators to provide arbitra-
tion in most major cities.

THE CO unssxON's VEws ox Tins REPORT

The Office of Consumer-Affairs advised
the Commission that the absence of a
fully effective, responsive system for the
assertion and resolution of investor com-
plaints with registered brokerage firms,
in the Office's view, suggested that indi-
vidual investors may not have, in every
respect, the measure of protection an-
ticipated by the federal securities laws,
including the just and equitable prin-
ciples of trade which regulated exchanges
and asociations are required to. enforce.

The Commission agreed that such a
system is necessary and appropriate and
stated that it is in the best interests of
all parties that investor disputes be re-
solved as quickly and informally as pos-
sible with minimum Government involve-
ment and minlnum expense to both the
industry and the investor. Observing that
the implementation of the system rec-
ommended by the'Office of Consumer Af-
fairs would require the coordination of
many segments of the securities indus-
try and further consideration of numer-
ous practical problems, the Commission
today announced that it approved in
principle the dispute resolution system as
outlined by the Office of Consumer
Affairs.

OPPORTUNITY FOR PUBLIC CO1ME1NT
Before commencing a formal rulemak-

ng proceeding or requesting that the
self-regulatory organizations amend
their rules, the Commission invited all
interested persons to submit their com-
ments by December 31, 1976, on the sys-
tem proposed by the Office of Consumer
Affairs. A copy of the report may be ob-
tained through the Commission's Public
Reference Room, 1100 L Street, N.W,
Washington, D.C. 20549.

-The Commission specifically invited
comment on the following questions:

a. Whether the in-house complaint
processing procedures to be adopted by
brokerage firms with public customers
should have attributes in addition to
those recommended by the Office of Con-
sumer Affairs.

b. Whether the $5,000 ceiling on dis-
putes that would be eligible for stream-
lined arbitration under the mediation-
arbitration-code and the $1,000 limita-
tion for dlsputes that may be considered
by the small claims adjusters are appro-
priate.

c. Whether pesons employed as small
claims adjusters should be permitted to
be employed simultaneously by segments
of the securities industry.

d. Whether there are other adminis-
trative alternatives that would achieve
the objectives set forth*I the report.

Comments should be sent to the atten-
tion of the Commission's Secretary,
George A. Fitzsimmons,'500 North Capi-
tol Street, Washington, D.C. 20549, in-
triplicate, if possible. All cbmments will
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be available for public Inspection at the
Commission's Public Referehce Room in
Washington. D.C. infIle S7-639.

AmrouNcEmunT OF A PUBLIC FORUM

The Commission also announced that
a public forum will be held in Washing-
ton, D.C. in late January, 1977, for the
purpose of receiving oral presentations
from a representative selection of per-
sons who have submitted written com-
ments. Persons wishing to participate in
this forum should make a request in their
written submission.
Dsm NAV-O or Azr A VIsoRY COIurTEE

After review of the public comments
and following the public forum, the Com-
mission will designate an advisory com-
mittee, to develop specific recommenda-
tions for implementation of the investor
dispute resolution system. Among other
things, the advisory committee will be
expected to submit to the Commission
(a) A proposed mediation-arbitration
code, (b) Operational guidelines for the
small claims adjusters, and (c) Recom-
mendations concerning the creation and
size of the adminlstrativeentity.

Recommendations for persons to serve
on this advisory committee should be
sent to the attention of the Acting Di-
rector of the Office of Consumer Affairs,
Van P. Carter. 500 North Capitol Street,
WVasington, D.C. 20549. Each recom-
mendation should be accompanied by a
short biography of the person recom-
mended, and all recommendations must
be received by February 1, 1977.

For the Commission.
SinnLEY E. HoLIs,

Assistant Secretaryj.
NovEMBR 15, 1976.
[FRDoc.76-34019 Piled 11-1T-76;8:45 amI

IFile Nom. 3-5115, 2-13523 (22-2175)]

EL PASO NATURAL GAS Co.
Application and Opportunity for Hearing

NoMvExR 16, 1976.
In the Matter of EL PASO NATURAL

GAS COMPANY File No. 2-13523 (22-
2175) ; Trust Indenture Act of 1939 Sec-
tIon 310(b) (1) (11).

Notice is hereby given that El Paso
Nalural Gas Company ("EI Paso") has
filed an application under Clause .(ii)
of Section 310(b) () of the Trust In-
denture Act of 1939 ("the Act") for a
finding that the trusteeship, of Citibank.
NA.. ("the Bank") under the Indenture

\dated August 1, 1976 (the "1976 Inden-
ture") and under the Indenture dated
September 12, 1957 (the "1957 Inden-
ture"), are not so likely to involve a
material conflict of Interest as to make it
necessary in the public interest or for
the protection of investors to disqualify
the Bank from acting as Trustee under
the 1957 Indenture.

Section 9.08 of the 1957 Indenture,
which is included In the Indenture pur-
suant to Section 310 (b) of the Act, pro-
vides in part that, "cIof the Trustee has
or shall acquire any conflicting interest,
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as defined- in this... [section], it shall,
within 90 days after ascertaining that It
has such conflicting interest either elimi-
nate such conflicting interest or resign in
the manner provided * * *" Subsection
() (1) of this Section provides, with cer-
tain exceptions stated therein, that the
Trustee is deemed to have a conflicting
interest, if It becomes trustee under an-
other indenture of the "Company." How-
ever, pursuant to clause (ii) of said sub-
section (c) (1), there may be excluded
from the operation of this provision an-
other indenture or indentures under
which other securities of the "Company"
are outstanding, if the "Company" shall
have sustained the burden of proving on
application to the Commission and after
opportunity for hearing thereon, that the
trusteeship under the 1976 Indenture is
not so likely to involve a material con-
flict of interest to make it necessary in
the public interest or for the protection
of investors to disqualify the Bank from-
acting as trustee under the 1957
Indenture.

The Company alleges the following:
1. It has issued and outstanding:
a. $5,972,100 principal amount of its

5 Y4 percent convertible debentures due
September 1, 1977 under an indenture
dated as of September 12, 1957 between
the Company and City Bank Farmers
Trust Company (which was converted
into a national banking association
named First National City Trust Com-
pany) Trustee. The First National City
Bank of New York (now named Citibank,
N.A.) became Trustee under the 1957
Indenture by virtue of its merger with
First National City Trust Company on
February 1, 1963. The 1957 Indenture
was filed as an Exhibit to the Registra-
tion Statement (File No. 2-13523 (22-,
2175).)

b. 8,718,000 principal amount of its
53% percent Sinking Fund Debentures
due May 1, 1979 -under an indenture
dated as of May 1, 1959 between the
El Paso and. the Bank, Trustee. The In-
denture was filed as an Exhibit to
El Paso's Form 8-K dated 'June 9, 1959.
The indenture was not qualified under
the Act. Pursuant to El Paso's applica-
tion therefor thL-Securities and Ex-
change Commission issued its Order,
dated April 8, 1963, granting the Appli-
cation and finding the trusteeship of the
Bank under the 1957 Indenture and this
indenture is not so likely to involve a
material conflict of interest as to make
It necessary in the public interest or for
the protection of investors to disqualify
the Bank from acting as trustee under
either of said indentures.

c. $46,697,000 principal amount of its
73/ percent Sinking Fund Debentures
due August 1-41988 under an Indenture-
dated as of August 1, 1968 between
El Paso and the Bank Trustee; $50,086,-
000 principal amount of its 10 percent
Sinking Fund Debentures due June 1,
1990 under an Indenture dated as of,
June 1, 1970 (the "1970 ndenture" be-
tween. El Paso and the Bank, Trustee;
and 66,899,000 principal amount of its
8 percent Sinking Fund Debentures

NOTICES.

due, June 1, 1992 under an Indenture
dated as ofJune'l, 1972 (the "1972 In-
denture") between El Paso and "the
Bank, Trustee. The Indentures were filed
as Exhibits to reports and registration
statements filed with the S.E.C. None of
these Indentures were qualiffedunder the
Act. Pursuant to EI Paso's .application
therefor, the S.E.C. issued its Order,
dated-October 17, 1972 granting the Ap-
plication andcfinding that the trusteeship
of the Bank under the 1957 Indenture
and under the 1968, 1970 and 1972 In-
dentures is not so likely to involve a ma-
terial conflict of interest as to make it
necessary in the public interest or for the
protection of investors to disqualify the
Bank from acting as Trustee thereunder.
Since the -issuance of said Order, the
Bank has continued to act as Trustee
under the 1957,- 1968, 1970 and 1972
Indentures.

2. Additionally, El Paso has issued
an outstanding $70000,000 principal
amount (and- proposes to issue an addi-
tionaI $30,000,000 principal amount of

'its 10Y% sinking Fund Debentures due
June 30, 1988 under an Indenture dated

=as of August 1, 1976 (the "1976 Inden-
ture") betweein El Paso and the Bank,
Trustee. The Indenture has not been
qualified under the-Act. it is this In-
denture which is the subject of El Paso's
Application. -

3. The 1957 Indenture and the 1976 In-
'dentures are wholly unsecured and all
securities issued thereunder will rank
equally-.

4. The differences between the 1957
Indenture and the 1959, 1964, 1968, 1970
and 1972 Indentures, and the differences
among the Non-Qualified Indentures
were stated and analyzed in the Applica-
tions previously filed by El -Paso. Ad-
'ditional differences existing between
the 1957 Indenture and the Non-Quali-
fying Indentures, as a consequence of
the First 1974 Supplements are as fol-
low.

(a Revision of the definitions of cer-
tain terms, and certain other changes to
reflect the divestiture of the company's
Northwest Division.

(b) Deletion of the maximum dollar
amount of current debt while retaining
the percentage of funded debt limitation.

tc) Updating the restriction on the
payment of dividends and the making of
other distributions.

Further differences, existing between
the 1957 Indenture and the Non-sQualify-
ing Indentures, as a consequence of the
Second 1974 Supplements 'are as follow.

(a) Definitions of new terms were
added, and -certain changes were made
in existing definitions.

(b) Certain changes in the provision
relating to home olfice payment of de-
bentures were made.

(c) Certain changes in the provision
relating to the--requirements for certi-
ficates of available gas supply, including
the inclusion, under certain circum-
stances of liquified natural gas and syn-
thetic gas in "available gas supply."

(d) The limitations on investments by
the Company and Its subsidiaries were
revised.

(e) Restrictions were added on the
dealings between the company and its
subsidiaries and controlled corporations.

(f) The provisions relating to main-
taining records and determining de-
.preciatlon and depletion charges.

5. Except for those differences ref erred,
to in the 1963, 1964 and 1172 Applica-
tions, the Non-Qualified Indentures, as
supplemented by the First 1974 Sup-
plements and the Second 1974 Supple-
ments, and the 1976 Indenture are sub-
stantially identical, differing only In that
the 1976 Indenture:

(a) Adds a definition of the term "con-
trol';

(b) Revises the definition of "Funded
Debt!;

(c) Revises certain limitations (Sec-
tions 5.08, 5.08B and 5.09) with respect
to "current debt" and "consolidated cur-
rent debt";

(d) Restricts the Company's transfer
of a major portion of the company's nat-
ural gas pipe line system to any affiliate
(Section 5.16),;

(e) Revises the provisions (Section
6.02) defining events of default to add
certain additional events;

(f) Makes certain changes with respect
to the duties of the Trustee (Section
7.01(b) and (e)); and

(g) Extends the consolidation, merger
and sale provisions (Article Eight) to
cover subsidiaries and controlled corpo-
rations and makes certain other changes
therein.

The company hereby waives notice of
hearing,'and waives hearing, in connec-
tion with the matter refen'ed to in this
Application.

For a more detailed statement of the
matters of fact and law asserted, all
persons are referred to said Application,
which is a public document on file In the
office of the Commission at 500 North
Capitol Street., N.W., Washington, D.C.
20549.

Notice is further given that any Inter-
ested person may, not later than De-
cember 10, 1976, request in writing that
a hearing be held on such matter, stat-
ng the nature of his Interest, the reasons

for such request, and the issues of fact
or law raised by said application which
he desires to controvert, or he may re-
quest that he be notified if the Commis-
sion should order a hearing thereon. Any
subeh request should be addressed: Sec-
retary, Securities and Exchange CoM-
mission, Washington, D.C. 20549. At any
time after said date, the Comm'i sion
may issue an order granting the appli-
cation, upon such terms and conditions
as the Commission may deem necessary
or appropriate in the public interest and
the interest of investors, unless a hear-
ing is ordered by the Commission,

For the Commission, by the Division.
of Corporation Finance, pursuant to del-
egated authority.

GEoRGE A. FiTZsnuzMOns,
Secretary.

[FR Doc,76-34304 Filed 11-17-76;9,25 ami
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SMALL BUSINESS
ADMINISTRATION-

SAN DIEGO DISTRICT ADVISORY-COUNCI

Meeting

The Small Business Administratio
San Diego District Advisory Council wi
hold a public meeting at 4 p.m., Thur
day, December 9, 1976, at 880 "Fror
Street, Suite 4-8%-33, to discuss such mal
ters as may be presented by member
staff 6f the Small Business Administrg
tion, or others present. For furthe
information, write or call Mr. F. D. Sex
gent, at/the above address (714) 89.1
5430.

Dated: November 12, 1976.

HENRY v. Z. HYDE, Jr.,
Deputy Advocate-for

Advisory Cormfs.
[FR Dod.76-33990 Filed 11-17-76;8:45 an

[Delegation of Authority No. 30, Rev. 15,

Amdt: 12]

SBA FIELD OFFICES

Delegation of Authority

Delegation of Authority No. 30; Rev
sion 15, republished in the FEDERAL RE(
fsTER on February 25,1976 (41 FR 8240
as amended, (41 FR 16234, 17829, 2804
36702 and 47610), is hereby furthf
amended to delegate increased authorit
to SBA field offices to take final action o
liquidation matters and on offers to con:
promise claims.

Actions taken prior to, the effedtil
date of this document are hereby ratifle
to the extent they would have been aL
thorized had this delegation been I
effect.

Accordingly, Delegation of Authorit
No. 30, Revision 15, Parts IV and V, ai
amended as set forth below:

- ffective Date: November 18, 1976.

MITCHELL P. Koananisxr,
Administrator.

PART IV-PORTFOLIO M N-AGEMENT (PM)
PROGRAM I

SECTION A-PORTFOLO MANAGEMSENT, SERVICIN

COLLECTION, AM LIQUIDATION AVTHORITY

1. to take all -necessary action in connei
tion with the administration, servicing, Co
lection, and liquidati6n of all SBA loax
(and EDA loans in liquidation when and
authorized by EDA) and lease guarantee
exclusive of matters in litigation, and to c
and perform and to assent to the doing an
performance of, all and every act and thin
requisite and proper to 'effectuate the!
granted powers.

Except: a. To _ompromIse or sell any pr
mary obligation or other evidence of is
debtedness owed to the Agency for a sui
less than the total amount due thereof;

b. To deny liability of the Small Busine
Administration under the terms of a partie
pation or guaranty-agreenient or a leaw
guarantee;

c. To authorize suit for recovery from
participating institution under any allege
violation of a -participation or guarant
agreement; or
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d. To accept a lump sum settlement or to
purchase.property under a lease guarantee:

(1) Regional Director,

L (2) Assistant Regional Director for P&I;
(3) District Director;
(4) Assistant District Director for F&;
(5) Branch Slanager (full service branches

only);
(6) Chief, Portfolio Management Division,

;- D/O;
it (7) Supervisory Loan Specialist, Portfolio
- anagement Division, D/O0
S, (8) Supervisory Loan Specialist, Liquida-

tion Section, D/O;
(9) Assistant Branch Manager for P&T,

Bioxi Branch OMce only.
(10) Chief, PM Division, Biloxi BranchC-oice.

2. To take all necessary actions in connec-
tion with the administration, servicing, col-
lection, and liquidation of all SBA loans (and
BDA loans In liquidation when and as au-
thorized by EDA) and lease guarantees, ex-
clusive of matters in litigation; and to do
and perform, and to assent to the doing and

LI performance of, all and every act and thing
requisite and proper to effectuate these
granted powers. -

Except: a. To compromise or sell any pri-
mary obligation or other evidence of Indebt-
-edness owed to the Agency for a sum less
than the total amount due thereon;

- b. To deny liability of the Small Business
Administration under the terms ot : per-

- ticipatlon or guaranty agreement or a lease
guarantee;

c. To initiate suit for recovery from a par-
9, tlcipating institution under any alleged vlo-

latlon of a participation or guiranty;
d. To authorize the liquidation of a loan

;' (except Disaster Home Loans) or to cancel
U authority to liquidate; or
I- e. To accept a lump sum settlement or to

purchase property under a lease guaranty:
re (1) Branch Manager (limited servicing
d- branches);
L- (2) Chief, PL Division, B/O (fun servicing
n branches);

(3) Supervisory Loan Specialist. PM Divi-
sion B/O (full servicing branches).

,Y 3. Other Portfolio Management Authority.
e a. To take only the following actions on loans

In a current status:
(1) Approve editorial modifications In loan

authorizations;
(2) Extend disbursement periods on loans

partially undisbursed;
(3) Release cash surrender value or divl-

dends to pay premiums clue on assigned
polcy;

(4) Extend initial principal payment dates
or adjust interest payment dates;

a, (5) Release equipment (or hazard Insur-
ance checks) where the total value being
released does not exceed $500:

(a) Loan Specialist, Portfolio Management
Division. D/O or 3/0;

's -- (b) Loan Specialist, Liquidation Section.
's D/O or B/O.
5,
1o PART V-CLAns RnvnW Con'r1z
Ad SECTION A-AVTHOSTT TO CO!PnO=;r

; CLAMS

1. District Claims Review Committee. This
I- Committee shall consist of three incumbents
I- (or those offlclally acting in their behalf) in
n the following order of position clacsllcatlon.

The first member Identified In this order
z shall serve as chairman.
L- Liquidation Chief (or liquidation super-
se visor).

PM Chief (or PM supervisor).
a District Counsel.
d FD Chief (or FD supervisor).
,y However, the District Director may. at his

option, establish, an alternative committee
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membership consisting of the Ass.istant Dis-
trict for Finance and Investment, acting as
chairman. District Counsel and the Assistant
District Director for Management Assistance
or those ofcially acting in their behalf. Au-
thority is delegated to take final action on:

a. Claims not In excess of $50,000 (exclud-
ing interest) upon unanimous vote of the
committee.

2. Regional Claims Review Committee. This
Committee shall consist of Assistant Regional
Director for i-nance and Investment (chair-
man); Regional Counsel and Assistant Re-
gional Director for Management Assistance;
or those oMclally acting in their behalf. Au-.
thority is delegated to take final action on:

a. Claims not In excess of $50,000 (exclud-
ing Interest) upon majority vote of the Com-
mittee.

b. Claims In excess of $50,000 but not ex-
ceeding $150,000 (excluding interest) upon
unanlmous vote of the Committee.

[PRDoc.7-34111 Fled 11-17-76;8:45 amI

DEPARTMENT OF STATE
[Public Notice No. 507]

FOREIGN SOVEREIGN IMMUNITIES

Policy On How to Treat Questions

Notice is hereby given of Department
of State policy with respect to the im-
munity of foreign states in United States
courts, in light of the Foreign Sovereign
Tinmunities Act of 1976, Pub. L. 94-583.
That Act takes effect on January 19,
1977. In a letter to the Attorney General
from the Legal Adviser of the Depart-
ment of State, dated November 2, 1976,
the Department stated how it proposes
to treat questions of foreign state im-
munity, both before and after Pub. L.
94-583 takes effect. The text of the letter
Is set forth below.

Date: November 10,1976.

MoNoE LZIrn,
Legal Adviser.

Drix M.f. Aozar-r G N AL: Since the
Tate Letter of 1952, 26 Dept. State Bull. 984,
my predecessors and I have endeavored to
keep your Department apprised of Depart-
meat of State policy and practice with re-
spect to the sovereign immunity of foreign
states from the jurisdiction of United States
courts. On October 21, 1976, the President
signed into law the Porelgn Sovereign Im-
munlites Act of 1976, P1,. 94-583. This legis-
lation, which was drafted by both of our
Departments, has as one of Its objectives the
elimination of the State Department's cur-
rent responsibility in making sovereign im-
munity determinatlons. In accordance with
the practice in most other countries, the
statute places the responsibility for decid-
ing sovereign Immunity issues exclusively
with the courts.

P.L. 94-583 Is to go into effect 90 days from
the date it was approved by the President.
or on January 19. 1977. We wish to advise you
of how the Department of State proposes to
treat sovereign Immunity requests prior to
January 19, 197, and what the Department
of State's interests will be after that date.

Immunity from suit. Until January 19.
1977, the Department of State will apply the
Tate Letter, in the event that It makes any
determination with respect to a foreign gov-
ernmenVs Immunity from suit. It should be
noted that P. 94-583 embodies In many re-
spects the practice under the Tate Letter.

Immunity from attachment. Until Janu-
ary 19, 1977, the Department will continue to
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-give prompt attention to diplomatic requests,
from foreign states, for recognition of im-
munity of foreign government propertyfrom
attachment. The Department of State's policy
until now has been to recognize an immunity
of all foreign government property from at-
tachment-unless (1) the property In ques-
tion is devoted to a -commercial or private
use; (2) the underlying lawsuit Is based on a
commercial or private activity of the foreign
state; hnd (3) the purpose of the attachment,
Is to commence a lawsuit and not to assure
satisfaction of a final judgment.

The Department does not contemplate
changing this policy before P.L. 94-583 takes
effect. We have noted that until P.11 94-583
takes effect, It miy be difficult for a private
litigant to commence a suit against a foreign
state or Its entities, Also, since P.I. 94-583
will not have any effect Vhatsoever on the
running of the statute of limitations, a con-
tinuation of existing policy on attachment
until January 19, 1977 might be the only
way a claim for relief could be preserved.

P.1. 94-583 will make two important and
related changes in the Department's sov-
ereign Immunity practice with respect to at-
attachment. First, the statute will prescribe
a means for commencing a suit against a for-
eign state and its entities by service of a
summons and. complaint, thus making Jurs-
dictional'attachments of foreign government
property unnecessary.

Second, Section 1609 of -the statute will
provide an absolute Immunity of foreign gov-
ernment property from jurisdictional attach-
ment. Such jurisdictional attachments have
given rise to diplomatic Irritants In the past
and, In recent years, have been the principal
Impetus for a Department of State role in
sovereign Immunity determinations. It ap-
pears that after January 19, 1977, any juris-
dictional attachment of foreign government
property could, under Section 1609 of P.L.
94-583, be promptly vacated uponx motion to
the appropriate court by the foreign. state
defendant.

Immunity from execution. The Department
of State has In the past recognized an abso-
lute immunity of foreign government prop-
erty from execution to satisfy a final judg-
ment. The Department does not c6ntemplate
changing this policy in the perlodbefore Jan-
uary 19, 1077. On or after that date, execu-
tion may be obtained against foreign gov-
ernment property only upon court order and
n conformity witl, the other requirements
of Section 1610 of P.1. 94-683.

Future Department of State'it erests-. The
Department of State will not make any- sov-
ereign immunity determinations after the
effective date of P.L. 94-583. Indeed, it would
be inconsistent with the legislative intent of
that Act for the Executive Branch to, file any
suggestion of immunity on or attet Jantary
19, 1977.

After P.1. 94-83 takes bffect, the Executive
Branch will, of course, play the same role
in sovereign immunity cases that it does In
other types of litigation--e.g., appearing as
amicus curiae In cases of significant Interest
to the Government. Judicial construction of
the new statute will be of general interest
to the Department of State, since the statute,
like the-Tate Letter, endeavors to incorporate
international l.w on sovereign Immunity In-
to. domestic United States law and practice.
If a court should misconstrue the new stat-
ute, the United States may well have an
interest In making its views on the legal
issues known to an appellate court.

Finally, we wish to express appreciation for
the continuous advice and support which
your Department has provided during the ten
years of work and consultation thatled to
the enactment of P.L. 94-583. We believe that
the new statute will be a significant step In

the growth of international order under law,
to, which the United States has always been
committed.

Sincerely,

MoNson LIGxx,
Legal Ad*vser.

[FS Doc.76-34083 Filed 11-17-76;8:45 am]

[Public Notice C-6/135]

STUDY GROUPS 10 AND 11 OF THE U.S.
NATIONAL COMMITTEE FOR THE INTER-
NATIONAL RADIO CONSULTATIVE COM-
MITTEE (CCIR)

Meeting

The Department of State announces
that-Study Groups 10 and 11 of the U.S.
National Committee -or the Interna-
national Radio Consultative Committee
(CCIR) will meet jointly on December 9,
1976, underthe chairmanship of Mr. Neal
K. McNaughten. The meeting will con-
vene at 9:30 a.m. in Room A-110, Fed-
eral Communications Commission An-
nex, 1229 20th Street, N.W., Washington,
D.C.-

Study Group 10 deals with questions
relating to sound broadcasting; Study
Group 11 deals with questions relating
to television broadcasting. The purpose
of the meeting on December 9 will be:
Review of conclusi6ns of the 1976 inter-
national meetings of Study Groups 10
and It,, and establishment of U.S. work
program looking to the next interna-
tional meetings in 1917.

Members of the general public may at-
,tend the meeting and join in the dis-
cussions subject to instructions of the
Chairman. Admittance of public mem-
bers will be limited to the seating avail-
able.

Dated: November 10, 1976.

GoRDoN L. HIUFFCUTT,
Chairman, U.S. CCIR

National Committee.
[FR'DOc.76-34112 Piled 11-17-76;8:45 am]

DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION

CoastGuaFd

[CGD 7&-2081

CHEMICAL TRANSPORTATION
INDUSTRY ADVISORY COMMITTEE

Meeting

Pursuant to section 10(a) (2) of the
Federal Advisory Committee Act (Pub. L.
92-463; 5 U.S.C. App. I) notice is hereby
given of a meeting of Ahe Chemical
Transportatioi Industry Committee's
Subcommittee on Chemical Vessels to be
'held December 9, 197f6, 9:00 am., Room
83341, Nassif Bldg., 40 17th St. SW, Wash-
ington, D.C. 20590. The agenda for this
meeting is as follows:

1. Consideration of changes to the In-
ter-governmental Maritime Consultative
Organization's (ThICO) rules for bulk
tanker shipments of propylene oxide,
particularly a change from integral tanks
to independent tanks. I
, ' 2. Discussion of IMCO position papers
on the following topics:

a. Survival ability of existing chemi-
cal tankers (USSR)

b. Type I-P ships for propylene oxide
CUSSR).

c. Personnel protection requiremeiits
(USSR).

d. Dangerous chemicals in deep tanks
of cargo ships (USSR, Norway).

Attendance is open to the Interested
public. With the approval of the Chair-
man, members of the public may present
oral statements at the hearing. Persons
wishing to attend and persons wishing to
present oral statements should-notify,
not later than the day before the meet-
ing, and information may be obtained
from, Mr. W. E. McConnaughey, Com-
mandant (G-MI-M), U.S. Coast Guard,
Washington, D.C. 20590, (202-426-2306).
Any member of the public may present
a written statement to the Committee at
any time.

Issued in Washington, D.C., on No-
vember 8, 1976.,

W. M. BENKEInT,
Rear Admiral U.S. Coast Guard,

Chief, Ofice of Merchant Ma-
rine Safety.

[FR Doc.76-33916 Filed 11-17-70;8:46 am]

[COD 76-1019

NORTHERN MINNESOTA LORAN-C
TRANSMITTING STATION

Request for Comments and Information for
Draft Environmental Impact Statement

The Ninth Coast- Guard district I pre-
paring a draft Environmental Impact
Statement under the requirements of
section 102(2) (C),of the National Envi-
ronmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C,
4332) for the proposed Northern Minne-
sota Loran-C Transmitting Station. The
Coast Guard requests comments on site
location and information for use In pre-
paring the statement.

Loran-C Is a precise radio navigation
system, that benefits Great Lakes vessels,
recreational boats, aircraft, fishing fleets,
police networks, and search and rescue
operations. The system is a series of
land-based stations that transmit signals
so aircraft and vessels can determine
their location. The Department of Trans-
portation has stated that Loran-C hl to
be the primary Federal long-range sys-
,tem for navigation in coastal areas and
the Great Lakes. The Coast Guard oper-
ates seven Loran-C chains using twenty-
eight transmitting stations covering
large areas of ocean In the northern
hemisphere.

The Coast Guard proposes to locate a
Loran-C transmitting "tation in either
Koochiching County, Minnesota, or Lake
of the Woods County, Minnesota, Con-
struction Is anticipated to begin In the
spring of 1978 and completion is antici-
pated before the end of 1978. The station
would be fully operational by February,
1980. The station would be a 700 foot
high tower and a 40 foot-by 170 foot one
story operations building. The tower,
support wires, and building would need
an area of approximately 150 acres, Ma-
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jor impacts to be considered in the En-
vironimental Impact Statement include
compatibility with existing aviation
flight paths, the aesthetic impact of the
tower, the disruption to existing wildlife
and vegetation, and any interference
with nearby radio or telephone channels
or facilities.

Three sites have been evaluated. The
preliminary recommendations are to lo-
cate the station at a site in Lake of the
Woods County, approximately eighp
miles south of Baudette, in Koochiching
County in Manitour Township, approxi-
mately 40 miles west of International
Falls, or in Koochiching County near the
hamlet of Pelland, appro*Imately 12
miles southwest of International Falls.
The selection of the three sites is based
upon engineering considerations, avail-
ability of community services, and avia-
tion considerations.

The Environmental Impact Statement
would emphasize evaluation of the envi-
ronmental compatibility of a Loran-C
station at each of the'three sites. During
the site selection process, the Coast
Guard has met jointly with public andl
county planning offcials at International
Falls and Baudette and has received their
comments. Emphasis -has been on the
proposed activity at each of the three
sites under consideration.

Based upon these meetings, the Coast
Guard anticipates that a Draft Environ-
mental Impabt Statement would be dis-
tributed in late November, 1976, and that
the Final Environmental Impact State-
ment would be-filed with the Council on
Environmental Quality in March or

-April, 1977: Malo showing the proposed
site locations are available at tfe main
libraries in International-Falls, Baudette,"
WarroadCBemidji, Hibbing, Minneapolis,
St. Paul, Duluth, and East Grand Forks,
Minnesota, Grand Forks, North Dakota,
and Superior, Wisconsin. The maps are
also available at the main hlraries in
Fort Francis, Ontario, and Rainy River,
Ontario. Anyone who wishes to comment
on the site proposals or has information
that may be useful for preparing the
Draft Environmental Impact Statement
should contact: Commander (mep),
Ninth Coast Guard District, 1240 East
Ninth Street, Cleveland,, Ohio 44199, At-
tention Mr. Jerry Olmes.

•Dated: November 11, 1976.

A. F. FUGARO,
.Rear Admiral, U.S. Coast Guard,

"C ief, Office of Marine Envi-
ronment and Systems.

. [FR Doc.76-34040 Filed 11-17-76;8:45 am]

[GD 76-2111

NELBRO PACKING CO.

Qualification as A Citizen of the United
States

This is to give notice-that pursuant
to 46 CFR 67.23-7, issued under the pro-
visions of section 27A of the Merchant
Marine-Act, 1920, as added by the Act
of September 2, 1958 (46-U.S.C. 883-1),
Nlbro Packing Company of 657 NX.

Northlake Way, Seattle, Washington
98105, incorpormted under thv laws of
the State of Washington, did on Octo-
ber 12, 1976 file with the Commandant,
United States Coast Guard, in dupUi-
cate, an oath for qualification of the
corporation as a citizen of the United
States following the forms of oath pre-
scribed in form CG-1260.

The oath shows that:
(a) A majority of the oMcer3 and dftcc-

tors of the corporation are citizens of the
United States;

(b) Not less than 00 percent of the em-
ployees of the corporation are residenta of
the .United States;

(c) T1e corporation is engaged primarily
in a manufacturing or mineral Industry In
the United States, or In a Territory. District,
or possession thereof;

(d) The aggregate book value of the ves-
sels owned by the corporation does not ex-
ceed 10 percent of the aggregate book value
of the assets of the corporation; and

(e) The corporation purchases or produce3
in the United States, its Territorles or pos-
sessions not less than 75 percent of the raw
materials used or sold In its operatlonm

The Commandant, United States
Coast Guard, having found this oath to
be in compliance with the law and regu-
lations on'November 5, 1976 issued to
Nelbro Packing Company a certificate
of compliance on form CG-1262, as pro-
vided in 46 CFR 67.23-7. The certificate
and any authorization granted there-
under will expire three years from the
date thereof unless there first occurs
a change in the corporate status re-
quiring a report under 46 CFR 67.23-7.

Dated: November 11, 1976.

W. M. BEZ=RTI1,
Rear Admiral, U.S. Coast

Guard, Chife, Office of Mer-
chant Marine Safet y.

IFR Doc.76-O4tt Filed 11-17-76;8:45 am]

Federal Aviation Administration

AIR TRAFFIC PROCEDURES ADVISORY
COMMITTEE

Meeting

Pursuant to section 10(a) (2) of the
Federal Advisory Committee Act (Pub. L
92-463; 5 U.S.C. App. I) notice is hereby
given of a meeting of the Federal Avia-
tion Administration Air Traffic Proced-
ures Advisory Committee to be held Jan-
uary 11 through January 14, 1977, from
9 am. e.s.t. to 4 p.m. daily, except for the
last day which will terminate at 1 p.m.,
in conference rooms 7A and B at FAA
Headquarters, 800 Independence Ave.,
SW., Washington, D.C.

The agenda for this meeting Is as fol-
lows: A continuation of the Committee's
review of present air traffic control pro-
cedures and practices for standardiza-
tion, clarification, and upgrading of ter-
minology and procedures.

Attendance is open to the interested
public but limited to the spacd available.
With the approval of the Chairman,

* members of the public may present oral
statements at the meeting. Persons wish-
I ing to attend and persons wishing to pre-

sent oral statements should notify, not
later than the day before the meeting,
and Information may be obtained from,
Mr. Franklin L. Cunningham, Executive
Director, Air Traffic Procedures Advisory
Committee, Air Traffic Service, AAT-300,
800 Independence Ave, SW., Washing-
ton, D.C. 20591, telephone (202) 426--
3725.

Any member of the public may present
a written statement to the Committee at
any time.

, Issued In Washington, D.C., on Novem-
ber 5,1976.

F. L. CvumGHAx,
Executive Director, ATPAC.

[FR D1c.76-33917 Filed 11-17-76;8:45 aml
-/

RADIO TECHNICAL COMMISSION FOR
AERONAUTICS (RTCA); SPECIAL COM-
MITTEE 125-MLS IMPLEMENTATION

Meeting
Pursuant to section 10(a) (2) of the

Federal Advisory Coimittee Act (Pub. L.
92-463; 5 U.S.C. App. 1) notice Is hereby
given of a meeting of the RTCA Special
Committee 125-MLS Implementation to
be -held December 7-8-9, 1976, Confer-
enceRoom 3201, FAA Trans PointBuid-
ing, 2100 2nd Street, SW., Washington,
D.C. 20590 commencing at 9:30 a.m. The
Agenda for this meeting is as follows: (1)
Approval of Minutes of Thirteenth Meet-
ing held October 20-21, 1976, and (2)
Review and Finalize Content of Draft
Chapters and Appendices of Committee
Report.

Attendance Is open to the interested
public bub limited to space available.
With the approval of the Chairman,
members of the public may present oral
statements at the hearing. Persons wish-
ing to attend and persons wishing to
present oral statements should notify,
not later than the day before the meet-
ing, and information may be obtained
from, RTCA Secretariat, 1717 H Street,
NW., Washington, D.C. 20006; (202) 296-
0484. Any member of the public may pre-
sent a written statement to the commit-
tee at any time.

Issued in Washington, D.C. on Novem-
ber 8,1976.

/ KIAR F. BiEzAmc,
Designated Officer.

[FR Doc.76-33918 Filed 11-17-76;8:45 amil

RADIO TECHNICAL COMMISSION FOR
AERONAUTICS (RTCA); SPECIAL COM-
MITTEE 129-FUTURE CIVIL AVIATION
FREQUENCY SPECTRUM REQUIRE-MENTSI Meeting

Pursuant to section 10(a)(2) of the
Federal Advisory Committee Act (Pub. I,.
92-463;5 U.S.C. App. 1) notice is hereby
given of a meeting of the RTCA Special
Committee 129-Future Civil Aviation
Frequency Spectrum Requirements to be
held Decerber 14-15, 1976, Conference
ROom 8210, Federal Communications
Commission, 2025 M Street, NW. Wash-
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lngton, D.C. 20551 commencing at 9:30
am. The Agenda for this meeting is as
follows: (1) Approval of Minut6s of
Ninth Meeting, held April 29-30, 1976;
(2) Chairman's Comments and Briefing;
(3) Review of Federal Communications
Commission Third Notice of Inquiry In
Preparation of 1979 General World
Administrative Radio Conference
(GWARC); (4) Review of Members
Comments on Third Notice of Inquiry,
and (5) Preparation of Revisions to
RTCA Document No. DO-165.

Attendance is open to the interested
public but limited to space available.
With the approval of the Chairman,
members of the public may present oral
statements at the hearing. Persons wish-
ing to attend and persons wishing to pre-
sent oral statements should notify, not
later than the day before the meeting,
and information spay be obtained from,
RTCA Secretariat, 1717 H Street, NW.
Washington, D.C. 20006; (202) 296-0484.
Any memebr of the public may present
a written statement to the committee at
any time.

Issued in Washington, D.C. on Novem-
ber 8, 1976.

Designated Officer.
[FR Doc.76-33919 Piled 11-17-76;8:45 am]

Office of the Secretary

CITIZENS' ADVISORY COMMITTEE ON-
- TRANSPORTATION QUALITY

Meeting -
Pursuant to section 10(a) (2) of the

Federal Advisory Committee Act (Pub. I.
92-463; 5&U.S.C. App.D notice is hereby
given of a meeting of the Citizens -Ad-
visory Committee on Transportation
Quality to be held December 6 and 7,
1976, at 9 am., In. Room 10214, 400 Sev-
enth Street, SW, Washington, D.C. The
agenda for this meeting is as follows:
December 6, 9 a.m.-Briefing on possible
uses of abandoned railroad rights ol
way; 1: 00-Committee consideration -ol
appropriate public policy regarding reuse
of abandoned rights of wayf-Decembei
7, 9 a.=.-Preparaton of Committee rec-
ommendations."

Attendance is open to the interested
public but limited to the space available
With the approval of the Chairman
members of the publi6 may present ora
statements at the hearing. Persons wish.
ing to attend and persons wishing to pre.
sent oral statements should notify, no
later than the day before the meeting
and Information may be obtained from
Gall Boyle, Acting Executive Director
Citizens' Advisory Committee on"Trans
portation Quiity, 400 -Seventh Street
SW, Washington, D.C. 20590, (202) 426-
4542.

Any member of the public may presen
a written statement to the Committee a
any time.

NOTICES

Issued in Washington, D.C. on Novem-
ber 11, 1976.

JUDITr T. CoNuron,
_ Assistant Secretary for Environ-

_ ment, Safety, and Consutmer
Affairs.

[F Doc.76-34003 Filed 11-17-76;8:45 am]

UNITED STATES SINAI SUPPORT
MISSION

[Delegation of Authority 6]

ASSOCIATE DIRECTOR- FOR CONTRACTS
Delegation of Contracting Authority

Purusant to t1e authority vested in me
by Executive Order 11896, Issued January
13, 1976, I hereby delegate the following
functions and authorities to the Asso-
ciate Director for Contracts, United
States SinaifSupport Mission:.

(a) Authority to make any necessary
determinations and decisions with re-
spect to procurement matters, except
those required by law or regulation to
be made by the Director, United States
Sinai Support Mission;

(b) Authority to enter Into and take
other required actions- with respect to
purchases, contracts, leases and other
transactions, subject to Government pro-
curement policies, procedures and reg-
ulations, without limitation as to
amount; and--

(c) Authority to designate contracting
ofaicers, and representatives thereof.

All actions taken under this delegation
of authority shall be taken in accordance
with the authorities provided and with-
in the limitations stipulated In Executive
Order 11896.

The functions and authorities dele-
gated by paragraphs (a) and (b) above
may-be redelegated.

There are hereby excluded from the
functions and authorities delegated here-
In the authorities with respect to waiver

* of statutes and limitations of authority
* granted to the Director, United States

Sinai Support Mission by Section 3 of
Executive Order 11896.

This Delegation of Authority is effec-
tiveimmedlately. "

Dated:'November 11, 1976.
- C. WILLIM KoNros,

SDirector, United States
Sinai Support Mission.

_ [PR Doc.76-34111 Piled 11-17-76;8:45 aml

INTERSTATE COMMERCE
S ,COMMISSION

[Notice No. 1921

ASSIGNMENT OF HEARINGS
NOVEMER 15, 1976.

Cases assigned for hearing, postpone-
ment, cancellation-or oral argument ap-

t pear-below and will be published only
t once. This list contains prospective as-

signments only and does not - include

cases previouzly assigned hearing dates.
The hearings will be on the Issues as
presently reflected in the Official Docket
of the Commission. An attempt will be
made to publish notices of cancellation
of hearings as promptly as possiblo, but
interested parties should take appro-
priate steps to insurb that they are no-
tified of cancellation or postponements
of hearings in which they are Interested.
Z7 84 (Sub 1), C- S. Greene and Company,

Inc. and IP 434 (Sub 1), Transconex, Inc.
now being assigned January 4, 1077 for
continued hearing at the Offices of the
Interstate Commerce Commilsion in
Wasbington, D.C.

11C 106674 (Sub-No. 194), SehIll MAotor
Lines, Inc. and MC 113660 (Sub-No. 09),
Preeport Transport, Inc., now assigned Do-
cember 9, 1976, at Chicago, DI., will be held
In Room 209, 630 South Clarl. StrCet.

MC 110741 (Sub-No. 60), Green Vleld Trans-
port Company, Inc., now assigned Decem-
ber 13, 1976, at Chicago, Ill. will be held
In Room 209, 636 South Clarl: Street,

MC-C-8688, Auto Driveway Company V.
American International Driveway, nov.' a..
signed December 7, 1070, at Chicago. 111.
will be hold in Room 200, 530 South Clar.
Street.

MG 141799, Phil's Refrigerated Delivery Serv-
Ice, Inc., now being assigned January 31,
1977 (1 week), at Little Rock, Arl:an=,
in a hearing room to be later deilgnatcd,

MC 133095 (Sub-No. 94), Texas Continental
Epress, Inc., now assigned December 1,
1976, at Dallas, Tex. is canceled and ap-
plIcatlon dismissed.

MC 2900 (Sub-No. 292), Ryder Truck Linme
Inc., now assigned December 1, 1070, at

-Littlo Rock, Arkansas is canceled and'
application dIsmL"'ed.

MC 7540 (Sub-No. 40), Superior Vorwarding
Company, Inc., now assigned December 0,
1970, at Little Rock, Arkansas is canceled
and reassigned for December 0, 1070, at
Memphis, Tenn., Room 078, rederal Office
Building, 167 North Main Street.

H. G. Howl,=, Jr.,
Acting Secretarl.

FR Doc.7T-3406Filcd 11-17-76;1:45 am]

[Nineteenth Revised Exemption No. 00;
Ordered'in Ex Parto No. 2411

EXEMPTION UNDER PROVISION OF THE
MANDATORY CAR SERVICE RULES

It appearing, That the rallroads named
below own numerous 50-ft. plain box-
cars; that under present conditions there
are substantial surpluses of these cars
on their lines; that return of these cars
to the owners would result in their being
stored idle; that such cars can be used by
other carriers for transporting traffl
offered for shipments to points remote
from the car owners; and that compli-
ance with Car Service Rules 1 and 2 pre-
vents such use of these cars, resulting In
unnecessary loss of utilization of such
cars.

it is ordered, That pursuant to the au-
thority vested In me by Car Service Rule
19, 50-ft plain boxcars described in tho
Official Railway Equlpment Register,
IC.CY.-R.E No. 401, issued by W. J.
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Trezise, or successive issues thereof, as
having mechanical designation "XW',
and bearing reporting marks assigned to
the railroads named below, shall be ex-
empt from the provisions of Car Service
Rules 1, 2(a), and 2(b).
Atlanta & Saint Andrews Bay Railway Com-

pany
Reporting Marks: ASAB.

The Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company
Reporting Marks: BO.

The Chesapeake and Ohio Railway Company
Reporting Marks: CO-PM.

g, Joliet and Eastern Railway Company
Reporting Marks: EJE.

Green Mountain Railroad Corporation
Reporting Marks: GWEC.

Louisville and Wadley Railway Company
Reporting Marks: LW.

Louisvilld, New Albany & Corydon Railroad
Company

Reporting Marks:.LNAC.
Missourl-Mansas-Texas Railroad Company

Reporting Marks: BKT-ldXT.
New Jersey, Indiana. & Illinols Railroad
Company

Reporting Marks: 2JIL
Norfolk and Western Railway Company

Reporting Marks: X&W-NK-P&WVT-
WAB. -

Norwood & St. Lawrence Railroad Company'
Reporting Marks: NSL..

Pearl River Valley Railroad Company
-- Reporting Marks: PRV.

The Pittsburgh and Lake Erie Railroad Com-
pany

Reporting Marks: P&LE.
Raritan River Rail Road Company

Reporting Marks: RR.
Sacramento Northern Railway

Reporting Marks: SM.
St. Johnsbury & Lamoille County Railroad

Reporting Marks: - -,7.
Sierra Railroad Company

Reporting Marks: SERA..
Tidewater Southern Railway Company

Reporting Marks: TS.
Toledo, Peoria & Western Railroad Company

Reporting Marks: TPW.
Vermont Railway, Inc. "
- Reporting Marks: VTR.
WCT" Railway Company

Reporting Marks: WCTR.
'Western Maryland Railway Company

. Reporting Marks: WA.
Yreka Western Railway Company

Reporting 'Arks: YW.

Effective November 15, 1976, and con-
-tinuing In effect until further order of
this Commission.

Issued at.Washington, D.C., November
10, 1976.

INTERSTATE COMMRRCE
COmmussioN.

JOEL E. BURNS,
Agent.

IFR Doc.e7-34073 Filed 11-17-76;8:45 am]

FOURTH SECTION APPLICATION FOR
RELIEF

NOVEMzER 15, 1976.
Air application; as summarized below,

has been fled requesting relief from
the requirements of Section 4 of the In-
_terstate-Commerce Act to permit corn-
mon carriers named or described in the
application to maintain higher rates and

Addition.

charges at Intermediate points than
those sought to be established at more
distant points.

Protests to the granting of an appli-
cation must be prepared in accordance
with Rule 40 of the General Rules of
Practice (49 CFR 1100.40) and fled with-
in 15 days from the date of publication
of this notice in the FEDz aL Rzxsrrn.

FSA No. 43274-Joint Water - Rail
Container Rates-Knutsen Line. Filed by
Knutsen Line (No. 4), for itself and In-
terested rail carriers. Rates on general
commodities, from rail stations on the
U.S. Gulf Seaboard, to. Hong Kong.

Grounds for rellef-Water competi-
tion.

By the Commisslon.
H. G. Hom , Jr.,

Acting Secretary.
IFR DoC.76-34071 Piled 11-17-76;8:45 am)

tn .Parto No. 3301
INCREASED FREIGHT RATES AND

CHARGES-1977
Authority to File MasterTariff

NovERaan 15, 1976.
At a General Session of the INTER-

STATE COMMERCE COMMISSION,
held at its office in Washington. D.C., on
the 12th day-of November 1976.

It appearing, That by petition and
verified statements flied November 9.
1976, the railroads listed in Appendix I
bf the petition and certain water and mo-
tor carriers having Joint rates with the
Appendix I railroads, request the Comi-
mission to institute an investigation into
the adequacy of freight rates and charges
of all railroad common carriers within
the United States; to make all such rail-
road common carriers respondents
therein; and to authorize and permit in-
creases in freight rates and charges
from, to, and within all territories of
4 percent., effective January 1, 1977, to
offset labor cost increases and Increases
in the cost of materials, supplies, and
certain other items, subject to exceptions
and holddowns set forth In Appendix II
of the petition;

It further appearing, That petitioners
seek permission to make the proposed
increases effective January 1, 19'77, sub-
ject to the condition that refunds shall
be made in the event that, after such
investigation as the CommissIon deems
necesSary, no increase or a lesser in-
crease than that requested In the present
petition is authorized, and they seek
entry of an order modifying all outstand-
ing Commission orders to the extent nec-
essary to enable the railroads to file and
make effective the proposed Increased
ratds and charges, and the entry of ap-
propriate orders under Sections 4 and 6
of the Interstate Commerce Act;

It further appearing, That petitioners
have filed and served 27 verified state-
ments constituting their evidential case
-pursuant to the requirements set forth In
Procedures Governing Rail Carrier Gen-
e*ral Increase Proceedings, 49 CFR 1102,
including certain financlil data sug-

geAcd in Appendix B of the report and
order In Ex Parte No. 281, Increasad
Freight Rates and Charges, 1972, 341
I.C.C. 288;

It further appearing, That petitioners
have submitted data of the type called
for in Ex Parte No. 290 (Sub-No. 1), Pro-
cedures-Rall Car General Increase-Pro-
ceedings, 349 I.C.C. 22, namely detailed
Information on estimated revenues v~ich
would have been obtained had the last
authorized increase been fully applied,
and the actual total increase In revenues
realized by application of the last au-
thorized general increase; I

It further appearing, That petitioners
have given notice of the petition and
have furnished data to the public in com-
pliance with Ex Parte No. 286, Notice of
Increases in FrL Rates and Pass. Fares,
349 I.C.C. 741;

It further appearing, That petitioners
contend that the requested increases will
have no significant adverse effects upon
the movement of the traffc or transpor-
tation of recyclable commodities by rail;

It further appearing, That petitioners
have submitted information of the type
called for in Ex Parte No. 55 (Sub-No.
4), Revised Guidelines for the Implemen-
tation of the National Environmental
Policy Act of 1969, 352 LC.C. 451, and 49
CFR 1108, namely a supplemental eval-
uation of environmental considerations
vis-a-vis petitioners,' proposal herein;

It further appearing, That any person
or persons believing that the requested
increases, if allowed to become effective,
would have a significant impact upon the
quality of the human environment are
hereby invited to comment upon this
matter in the protests or verified state-
ments authorized to be fled pursuant to
this order, and that environmental mat-
ters and requirements of the National
Environmental Policy Act of-1969 wll be
fully considered by the Commission In
any subsequent action on the merits of
the requested general increases; -

And it further appearing, That by Spe-
cial Permission Order No. 77-1500 served
herewith, the Crommiwon is authorizing
the filing of tariff schedules Increasing
rates and charges sought in the petition,
to become effective upon not les-s than
30 days' notice to the Commission and
the general public, subject to protest and
Possible suspension as provided by the
Interstate Commerce Act, and modifying
outstanding orders to the extent neces-
sary to permit that filing, and good cause
appearing therefor;

It is ordered, That all common carriers
by railroad be, and they are hereby, made
respondents to this proceeding.

It is further ordered, That pursuant to
the special permission authority granted
this date, the schedules shall be pub-
lished and filed upon not less than 30
days' notice effective not earlier than
January 7,1977, nor later than February
15, 19771 subject to protest and possible

'In view of the brief time Ex Parte No.
330 has been In effeck the carriers also sub-
mitted data concerning the prior general
increace, Exrarte No. 31s.

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL 41, NO.'224-THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 18, 1976

50887



NOTICES

suspension by the Commission, said
schedules to contain an appropriate re-
fund provision. Protests ,and/or veri-
fied statements shall be filed on or be-
fore December 10, 1976, in accordance
with procedures hereinafter set forth;

It is further ordered, That any person
opposing or wishing to comment on the,
proposed 4 percent increase in rates and
charges shall file and serve verified state-
ments, complaints, and protests,* as pro-
vided below,

(a) The verified statements shall con-
tain all evidence relevant and material to
the issues in this proceeding which the
parties desire to have considered by the
Commission and will be considered as
submitted in evidence along with the ver-
ified statements of the respondents, as a
basis for a decision by the Commission
on the merits. Any submission on -as-
serted environmental impact shall be set
forth under an appropriate subheading
in order to identify properly such subject
matter.

(b) Verified tatements may include
arguments in support of an affiant's po-
sition but such argument shall be set
forth in a separate section of the docu-
ment containing the verified statement.
If desired, such argument may be con-
tained in a separate document simul-
taneously filed and served.

(c) Each verified statement shall be
signed in ink by affiant and verified (no-
tarized) in the manner provided by Rule
50 and Form No. 6 of the Commission's
General Rules of Practice (See 49 CFR
1100.50 and Appendix B, Form No. 6, to
49 CFR 1100). The post office address of
affiant or his counsel shall be shown.

(d) Verified statements and arguments
shall be filed and served as follows:

The original and.24 copies of each such
document for the use of the Commission
shall be addressed to the Secretary, and'
sent to the Office of Proceedings, Room
5342, Interstate Commerce Commission,
Washington, D.C. 20423, except that a
lesser number of copies may be filed upon
showing of good cause. All documents
filed with the Commission in this matter
shall contain the following notation on
the envelope: Ex Parte No. 336.

One copy shall be served upon the
representative of the petitioning rail-
roads, James L. Howe, III Esq., 527
American Railroads Building, 1920 L
Street, NW., Washington, D.C. 20036,
which service shall constitute service
upon all -respondents. However, all par-
ties able to do so shall serve 25 copies
upori the railroads' representative.

In all cases, where service is made by
mail, the document shall be mailed in
time to be received by the respective due
dates.

2 In the event the tariff is not filed prior to
November 24, 1976, the dub date specified for
filing of protests and verified statements will
be extended to a date 13 days prior to the ef-
fective date, and the reply date will be cor-
respondingly extended.

Section 202 of the Railroad Revitalization
and Regulatory Reform Act of 1976 specific-
ally requires the filing of verified complaints
seeking suspension of proposed rate changes.

(e) Each verified statementr shall con-
tain a certificate of service stating that
it has been timely served on opposing
partie , as herein provided, and verified
statements not so served will not be
considered.

(f) Verified statements and arguments
by persons opposed to the proposed in-
creases in rates and charges shall in-
clude all matters which they desire the
Commission to consider with respect to
statutory suspension of -the rates pend-
ing completion of the investigation, as
well as evidence relevant to the ultimate
decision.

It is further ordered, That on or be-
fore December 15, 1976, the respondents
shall file with the Commission and serve
upon opposing parties such replies to
protests or other pleadings seeking sus-
pension, and rebuttal evidence on the
merits of the proceeding as they desire
to present. Such evidence shall be in the
form and served in the same manper as
the opening statements filed in accord-
ance with the regulation published in
49 CFR 1102, except that replies and re-
buttal evidence need be served only upon
the party (and his counsel if known) to
whose evidence the reply or rebuttal is
directed. Such statements shall, however,
be furnished to other interested parties
upon request.

It is further ordered, That the request
for fourth-section relief will be consid-
ered following the filing of protests and
statements in opposition and replies
thereto;

i t is further ordered, That the Com-
mission, concerned that this proposal
follows so closely the recent general in-
crease authorized in Ex Parte No. 330, In-
creased Freight Rates-West and Inter-
territorial-1976, effective October 7,
1976, has determined that oral argument
should be scheduled to provide interested
parties'the opportunity to comment on
the proposed increase; accordingly, oral
argument will be held before the Com-
mission on December 20, 1976, commenc-
ing at 9:30 a.m.

And it is further ordered. That in all
other respects the petition be, and it is
hereby, denied.

SPECIAL PERMISSION No. 77-1500
It is ordered, for good cause shown:
1. All railroads, and water and motor

carriers to the extent they have joint
rates with the railroads, and their tariff-
publishing agents, be, and they are
hereby, except as otherwise provided
herein, authorized to depart from the
Commission's tariff publishing rules in
Tariff Cirdular No. 20 (49 CFR 1300),
when publishing and ffling tariffs, and
tariff amendments, to become effective
upon not less than 30 days' notice to the
Commission and the public but not ear-
lier than qanuary 7, 1977, n6r later than
February 15, 1977, providing for in-
creased rates and' charges as set forth
in the petition:

(a) By publishing and filing a master
tariff of increased rates and charges,

-and supplements thereto, providing in-
creases by means of conversion tables of

rates and charges, which shall include,
and maintain in effect, a refund provi-
sion reading as follows:

In the event any Increases resulting
from the application of this tariff exceed
the increases subsequently approved or
prescribed by the Interstate Commerce
Commission, the carriers will refund the
difference between the Increase resulting
from the application thereof and any in-
creases which may subsequently be ap-
proved or prescribed by the nterstate
Commerce Commission with .___ percent
interest.'

In the event any Increase resulting
from the application of this tariff Is
disapproved by the Commission (nd no
increase Is authorized, the carriers will
refund the full amount of the Increase
collected with --- percent increase,

The master tariff shall be indicated to
expire on Interstate and foreign com-
merce with a date not beyond one year
*after the effective date, Which may not
be extended or cancelled except upon
specific authorization of this Commis-
sion, and all relief herein expires with
that date. The master tariff must Ini-
tially contain all provisions for applica-
tion of the Increases (including provi-
sions for no increase, part of the overall
proposal) following which (unless sus-
pended) any provisions other than those
of a general character may be cancelled
and transferred to the particular tariff
affected upon a common effective date
with appropriate notation to that effect
in the master tariff amendment.

(b) By publication and filing of a con-
necting link supplement to each tariff to
be made subject to tlhe master tariff, con-
necting such tariffs with the master.
Such supplements may be blanket sup-
plements (a commonsupplement issued
to two or more tariffs).

(c) The master tariff and connecting
link supplements issued and filed here-
under shall not provide for nonapplica-
tion on interstate traffic competitive with
intrastate traffic between the same points
unless the interstate rates and routes are
specifically Identified in the connecting
link supplements.

(d) By publication and filing of tariffs
or amendments to tariffs effective con-
currently with the master tariffs and
upon the same notice which provide
specifically increased rates and charges
but which do not result in an increase In
charges for transportation and other
services greater than those specified In
the petition, provided all such publica-
tion is Identified in the tariffs and made
subject to a refund clause worded sub-
stantlally as In paragraph 1 (a) herein.

(e) By publication of provisions In
tariffs or amendments thereto subject-
ing rates and charges therein to the pro-
visions of the master tariff, subject to
the restriction in (c) above,

'The interest rate in the refund provlslon
shall be equal to thp average yield (on the
date such schedule Is filed) of marketable
securities of the United. States which have a
duration of 90 days. See Section 202 of the
Railroad Revitalization and Regulatory Re-
form Act of 1976.
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2. (a) The master'tariff, "as amende
and all other tariffs and amendments
tariffs, that employ the sh6rtform meti
ods authorized herein shall bear ti
notation:

Form of publication .authorize
I.C.C. permission No. 77-1500

(b) Tariffs or amendments to:taril
publishing specifically increased rates
charges hereunder shall bear a notath
reading:

Publication made in accoidance wil
I.C.C. permission No. 77-1500

3. Connecting-link supplements ai
thorized herein shall be exempted fro
the Commission's tariff-publishing nil
goverhing the number of supplenmen
and the volume of supplemental matt
permissible.

4. The master tariff filed hereund
shall not be amended except to corre
errors and to cbmply with findings -a
orders of the Commission, except whi
specifically authorized to do so. 'T
terms of rule 9(e) (40 CFR 1300.9(e
are mot 3vaived as to supplements to t]
master tariff.-

5. Outstanding orders of the Commi
-sion are hereby modified only to the e
tent necessary to permit- the filing
tariff- publications containing the pr
posed increases, and all tariff bublie
tions filed shall be subject to-protest m
possible suspension and rejection. In th
regard, we direct petitioners' attenti
to our admonitions in prior general I
crease proceedings concerning maint
-nance and preservatibn of existing pc
-relationships. See, for example, Increas
Freight Rates and Charges, 1972, 3
I.C.C. 288, 336, and Increased Freig
Rates, 1970 and 1971, 339 I.C.C. 125, LI
The rate increase table on grain sh;
progress in one-half cent increments.

It is further ordered, That futu
orders and notices of the Commission
this proceeding will be sent only to the
participating as herein provided, a3

-those interested persons who specifical
request to be included on the service ii

And it is further ordered, That noti
of this order be given by serving a co.
thereof on each party to the proceedin
in ExParte No. 318 andEx Parte No. 3
to the Governor and public utility regul
tory body of, each State, -the Enviro
-mental Protection Agency, the Sped
Assistant to the President for Consum
Affairs, and by depositing a copy in t
Office of the Secretary of the Commissi
at Washington, D.C., and by fling a co:
with the Director, Office of the Fedei
Register for publication in the FEDER
REGISTER.

By the Commission.
H. G; Hommm, Jr.,

Acting Secretary.
JFR Doc,76-34072 Filed i1-17-76;8:45 an

MOTOR CARRIER BOARD TRANSFER
- PROCEEDINGS

[-otice-No. 67]

The following publications includem
tor carrier, water carrier, broker, P.

d, freight forwarder transfer applications-
to fled under Section 212(b), 206(a), 211,
h- 312(b), and .410.(g) of the Interstate
2e Commerce Act.

, Each application (except as other-
wise specifically noted) contains a state-
ment by applicants that there will be no
significant effect on the quality of the

t human environment resulting from ap-
or proval of the application.
on Protests against approval of the appli-

cation, which may include a request for
h oral hearing, must be filed with the Com-

mission within 30-days after the date of
this publication. Failure seasonably to
M- file a protest will be construed as a waiver

m of opposition and participation in the
es proceeding. A protest must be served
Is upon applicants' representative(s), or
er applicants (if no such representative Is

named), and the protestant must certify
er that such service has been made.
Ct Unless otherwise specified, the signed
id original and six copies of the protest
mn shall be filed with the Commission. All

he protests must specify with particularity
)) the factual basis, and the section of the
tie Act, or the applicable rule governng.the

proposed transfer -which protestant be-
s- lieves would preclude approval of the
x- application. If the. protest contains a
of request for oral hearing, the request
6- shall be supported by an explanation as
a- to why the evidence sought to be pre-
id sented cannot reasonably be submitted
at through the use of aflidavits.
>n The operating rights set forth below
l- are in synopses form, but are deemed
e- sufficient to place interested persons on
irt notice of the proposed transfer.
e1 No. MC-FC-76612, filed August 22,41 1976. Transferee: BILL ROHRBAUGH'S

CHARTER SERVICE, INC., 121 NorthRuth Avenue, Spring Grove, PA 17362.

Transferor: Clyde's Charter Bus Sem-
re ice, Inc., 301 Furnace Branch Road, Glen

Bu e, 21061. Applicants' Repre-
sentatives: Christian V. Graf, Esquire,

ad Attorney for Transferee, 407 North Front
Street, Harrisburg, PA 17101. S. Harrison

. Kahn, Esquire, Attorney for Transferor,
733 Investment Bulding, Washington,.ce DO 20005. Authority sought for purchase
by transferee of the operating rights of

g transferor, as set forth in Certificate No.
M1- C 128577, and a portIon of the operat-

a- ing rights of transferor in Certificate No.
'- MC 128577 Sub 1, as follows: PassengersLai and their baggage, and express and
.er newspapers in the same vehicle with pas-
lhe sengers, between Baltimore, Aid., and
on Littlestown, Pa., serving all intermediate
Py points; -and passengers and their bag-

gage, and express, newspapers and mail,
L in the same vehicle with passengers, be-

tween Westminster, Md., and Gettys-
burg, Pa ., serving all intermediate points.
Transferee Is presently authorized to op-
"erate as a common carrier under Cer-
tificates Nos. MC 119098 Sub 1 and MC
119098 Sub 6. Application has not been
flied for temporary authority under
Section 210a(b).

N . M C-FC-76652, filed July 7, 1976.
Lo- Transferee: TURNBULL TRUCKINE,
ad INC., d.b.a. TURNBULL TRUCK LINE,

P.O. Box 75, TVlets, KS 66545. Trans-
feror: Glen Owen and C. F. Owen, A
Partnership. d.ba. Owen Brothers, P.O.
Box 62, Vliets, KS 66545. Applicants'
Representative: Thomas Odell Rost,
Esquire. 629 Qunlc-y Suite 101, Topeka,
KS 66603. Authority sought for purchase
by transferee of the operating rights of
transferor, as set forth in Certificate No.
M 917, issued February 25, 1941, as fol-
lows: Livestock between Vlets, Kans.,
and points within 12 miles of Vliets, on
the one hand. and, on the other, Kansas
City, Nans. and Xansus City and St.
Joseph, Mo.; and feed and seed between
Vliets, Kans., and points within 12 miles
of Vlets, on the one hand, and, on the
other, St. Joseph, Mo. Transferee pres-
ently holds no authority from. this Com-
mission. ApplIcation has not been filed
for temporary authority under Section
210a(b).

No. MC-C-76787, fled October 20,
1976. Trnsferee: HOOVER'S MOVERS,
INC., P.O. Box 318. Cordova, Alaska.
Transferor: Durward Glasen, d.ba.
Hoover's Moovers, Cordova, Alaska. Ap-
pllcant' Representative: Robert I,
Hartig, Attorney at Law, 717 H Street,
-Anchorage, Alaska 99501. Authority
sought for purcbse by transferee of the
operating rights of transferor, as set
forth in Certificate No. MC 128653, issued
August 15, 1967, as follows: Genera.
commodit e, except classes A and B
explosives, over irregular routes, btween
points within 25 miles of Cordova,
Alaska, including Cordova, Alaska.
Transferee presently holds no authority
from this Commission. Application has
not been fled for temporary authority
under Section 210a(b).

No. MC--FC-76803. filed October 27,
1976. Transferee: BAILENTINE
TRANSPORT, INC., P.O. Box 463,
Scottsbluff, Neb. 69361. Transferor:
Raymond E. Ballentine, d.ba. Ballentine
Transport6 P.O. Box 463, Scottsbluff, Neb.
69361. Applicants' Representative: Erma
Balentine, P.O. Box 463, Scottsbluff.
Neb. 69361. Authority sought for pur-
chase by transferee of the operating
rights of transferor as set forth in Per-
mit Nos. MC 125209 and Sub 2, Issued
September 3, 1964 and November 4, 1975;
as follows: Cottonseed meal, cottonseed
cal:e, cottonseed crumbles, and cotton-.
seed pellets, In bulk and in bags, in
straight and mixed shipments, from
Lubbock, Tex, to points in Nebraska.
Wyoming, South Dakota, Montana, and
North Dakota, cottonseed pea cake,
cottonseed nut cake, and cottonseed
meal, In bulk and In bags, in straight
and mixed shipments. from Marlin, Tex.
to points in Nebraska, Wyoming, South
Dakota, Montana, and North Dakota,
Restriction: The operations are limited
to a transportation service to be per-
formed, under a continuing contract, or
contracts, with J.C. Hawkins, doing busi-
ness as the Hawkins Company, of Gering,
Nebr., also.Cottonseed meal, Cottonseed
cake, cottonseed crumbles, and cotton-
seed Pellets, from. Lubbock, Sweetwater
and Quanah, Terx., to points In Nebraska,
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Wyoming, Colorado,-South Dakota, and
Montana. Restriction: The operations
are limited to a transportation service to
be -performed under a° continuing con-
tract, or contracts, with Westeri Feed
Sales, Inc., of Scottsbluff, Nebr. Trans-
feree presently holds no authority from
this Commission. Application has not
been filed for temporary authority under
Section 210a (b).

No. MC-FC-76808, filed October 29,
1976. Transferee: S.T.S. MOTOR
FREIGHT, INC., 107 Evergreen Rd.,
Stratford, NJ 08084. .Transferor: White's
Delivery Service, Inc., 3645 Tulip St.,
Philadelphia, PA 19134. Applicants' rep-
resentative: Alan Kahn, Esq., Attorney
at Law, 1920 Two Penn Center Plaza,
Philadelphia, PA 19102. Authority sought
for purchase by transferee of a portion
of the operating rights of transferor, as
set forth in Certificate No. MC 136322, Is-
sued July 23, 1974, as follows: General
commodities, except those of unusual
value, Classes A and B explosives, live-
stock, live fish, poultry, new furniture,
motion picture films, silk, household
goods, as defined by the Commission, and
those commodities requiring the use of
tank-truck equipment for their trans-
portation, between Philadelphia, Pa.,
and Trenton, N.J., serving the interme-
diate point of Camden, N.J. and the off-
route point of Bristol, Pa. Transferee Is
presently authorized to operate as a com-
mon carrier under Certificate No. MC
136773 and subs thereafter. Application
has not been filed for temporary author-
ity under Section 210a(b).

H. G. HoDM, Jr.,
Acting-Secretary.

FrA Doe.76-34069 Filed I11-17-76;8:45 am]

[Notice No. 152]

MOTOR CARRIER TEMPORARY
AUTHORITY APPLICATIONS

IZPORTANT NoTIE

The following are notices of filing of
aplications for temporary authority un-
der Section 210a(a) of the Interstate
Commerce Act provided for under the
provisions of 49 CFR 1131.3. These rules
provide that an original and six (6)
copies of protests to an application may
be filed with the field official named in
the FEDERAL REGISTER publication no lat-
er than the 15th calendar day after the
date the fiotice of the filing of the appli-
cation is published in the FEDERAL REGIS-
TER. One copy of the protest must be
served on the applicant, or its authorized
representative, if any, and the protes-
tant must certify that such service has
been made. The protest must identify
the operating authority upon which it is
predicated, specifying the "MC" docket
and "Sub" number and quoting the par-
ticular portion of authority ulon which
It relies. Also, the protestnt shall specify
the service It can and will provide and
the amount and type of equipment it will
make avilable for use in connection with

the service contemplated by the TA ap-
plication. The weight accorded a protest
shall be governed by the completeness
and pertinence of the protestant's
information.

Except as otherwise specifically noted,
each applicant states that there will be
no significant effect on the quality of the
human environment resulting from ap-
proval of its application.

A copy of the application is on file, and
can be examined at the Office of the
Secretary, Interstate Commerce Com-
mission, Washington, D.C., and also in
the ICC Field Office to which protests are
to be transmitted.

MOTOR CARRIERS OF PROPERTY

No. MC 730 (Sub-No. 395TA), filed
October 27, 1976. Applicant: PACIFIC
INTERMOUNTAIN EXPRESS COM-
PANY, 1417 Clay St., P.O. Box 958, Oak-
land, Calif. 94612. Applicant's represent-
ative: R. N. Cooledge (same address as
applicant). Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting: An-
imal feed, in bulk, in tank vehiclesfrom
Bisbee, Ariz., to Hereford, Tex., for 180
days. Applicant has also filed an under-
lying ETA seeking up to 90 days of op-
erating authority. Supporting shipper:
Delst Chemical & Research, Inc., 1156 N.
Fountain Way, Anaheim, Calif. 92806.
Send protests to: A. J. Rodriguez, Dis-
trict Supervisor, Interstate Commerce
Commission, Bureau of Operations, 211
Main St., Suite 500, San Francisco,
Calif. 94105.

No. MC 11207 (Sub-No. 379TA), filed
November 3, 1976. Applicant: DEATON,
INC., 317 Avenue W., P.O. Box 938,
Birmingham, Ala. 35201. Applicant's
representative: G. E. Tickle (same ad-
dress as applicant). Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Brass, bronze and copper pipe,
fittings, rods, castings and valves or
cocks, from the facilities of Nueller Brass
Co., located at or near Covington, Tenn.,
to points in Alabama, Arkansas, Florida,
Georgia, Kentucky, Louisiana, Missis-
sippi, Missouri, Oklahoma, North Caro-
lina, South Carolina, Texas and Virginia,
for 180 days. Applicant has also filed an
underlying ETA seeking up to 90 days
of operating authority. Supporting ship-
per: Mueller Brass Co., P.O. Box 21102,
Charlotte, N.C. 28206. Send protests to:
Clifford W. White, District Supervisor,
Bureau of Operations, Interstate Com-
merce Commission, Room 1616, 2121.
Bldg., Birmingham, Ala. 35203.

No. MC 31389 (Sub-No. 219TA), filed
November 3, 1976. Applicant: MCLEAN
TRUCKING COMPANY, P.O. Box 213,
Winston-Salem, N.C. 27102. Applicant's
representative: David F. Eshelman
(same address as applicant). Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over regular routes,
transporting: General commodities (ex-
cept those of unusual value, Classes A
and B explosives, household goods as de-
fined by the Commission, commodities in

bulk, and those requiring special equip-
ment), serving the plantsite and distri-
bution facilities of Mueller Brass Com-
pany, located at or near Fulton, Miss., as
an off-route points In conjunction with
applicant's regular route operations. Ap:-
plicant Intends to tack Its existing au-
thority with MC 31389 and Interline at
all present Interline points, for 180 days.
Supporting shipper: Federal Pacific
Electric Company, Ft. Mill, S.C. 20715,
Send protests to: Terrell Price, District
Supervisor, 800 Briar Creek Road, Room
CC516, Mart Office Bldg., Charlotte,
N.C. 28205.

No. MC 52729 (Sub-No. 23TA), filed
November 8, 1976. Applicant: FIOROT
TRUCKING, INC., V. Main St., P.O. Box
43, Pen Argyl, Pa. 18072. Applicant's
representative: Frank Florot (same ad-
dress as applicant). Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Asbestos cement roofing shingles
and asbestos cement siding, from the
plantsite and warehouse facilities of the
Supradur Manufacturing Corporation,
at Wind Gap, Pa., to points in Alabama,
Arkansas, Florida, Georgia, Illinois,
Iowa, Kansas, Kentucky, Louisiana, Min-
nesota, Mississippi, Missouri, Nebraska,
North Dakota, Oklahoma, South Dakota
and Wisconsin, for 180 days. Supporting
shipper: Suradur Manufacturing Cor-
poration, 440 Katherine Road, Wind
Gap, Pa. 18091. Send protests to: Monica
A. Blodgett, Transportation Assistant,
Interstate Commerce Commission, 000
Arch St., Room 3238, Philadelphia, Pa.
19106.

No. MC 61502 (Sub-No. IOTA), filed
November 8, 1976. Applicant: WM. MC-,
CULLOUGH TRANSPORTATION CO.,
INC., 1130 U.S. Highway No. 1, Eliza-
beth, N.J. 07201. Applicant's representa-
tive: Ronald I. Shapss, 450 Seventh Ave.,
New York, R.Y. 10001. Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Juice, juice concentrates, alcohol
and wine, in liquid bulk, In tanks owned
or leased by the water carrier, between
Elizabeth Port Authority Marine Termi-
nal, N.J. and Canandaigua, N.Y., re-
stricted to movements having a prior or
subsequent movement by water, for 180
days. Applicant has also filed an under-

,lying ETA seeking up to 90 days of op-
erating authority. Supporting shipper:
Canandaigua Wine Company, 116 Buf-
falo St., Canandaigua, N.Y. Send protests
to: Julia M. Papp, Transportation As-
sistant, Interstate Commerce Commils-
sion, 9 Clinton St., Newark, N.J. 07102.

No. MC 103798 (Sub-No. ITA), filed
November 2, 1976. Applicant: MARTEN
TRANSPORT, LTD., Route 3, Mondovl,
Wis. 54755. Applicant's representative:
Robert S. Lee, 1000 First National Baik
Bldg., Minneapolis, Minn. 55402. Author-
ity sought to operate as a common car-
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Ferric methionina
sulfate, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from
Pearl River, La., to Morldovi, Wig., for
180 days. Applicant has also filed an un-
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derlying ETA seeking up to 90 days of op- No. MC 116073 (Sub-No. 342TA), filed Brookfleld, Ohio 44403. Applicant's rep-
erating authority. Supporting shipper: November 1,1976. Applicant: BARRETT resentative: John Swab (same address
Zinpro Corporation, 303 Hazeltinei Gates, MOBILE HOME TRANSPORT, INC, as applicant). Authority sought to oper-
Chaskja, Minn. 55318. Send protests to: 1825 Mlain Ave., P.O. Box 919, Moorhead, ate as a common carrier, by motor ve-
Marion L. Cheney, Transportation As- linn. 56560. Applcant's representative: hicle, over irregular routes, transporting:
sistant, interstate Commerce Commis- John C. Barrett (same addresg as appli- Lumber, plywood, veneer and particle
sion, Bureau of Operations, 414 Federal cant). Authority sought to operate as board, from Waynesboro, Miss, and Suf-
Bldg. and U.S. Courthouse, 110 S. 4th St., common 'carrier, by mbtor vehicle, over folk, Va., and Cuthbert, Ga., to points in
Minneapolis, Minf. 55401. irregular routes, transporting: Trailers, Delaware. Illinois, Indiana, Kentucky.

No. MC 107496 (Sub-No. 1054TA) ,filed designed to be dawn by passenger auto- Maryland, Michigan, New Jersey, New
November 1, 1976. Applicant: RUAN mobiles (except travel trailers), In ini- York, Ohio, Pennsylvania, Tennesee,
TRANSPORT- CORPORATION, 3200 tial movement, and buildings, from the West Virginia; Wisconsin, District of Co-
Ruan Center, 666 Grand Ave., Des plantsite of Guerdon Industries, Inc., at lumbla, North Carolina, South Carolina,
Moines, Iowa 50309. Applicant's repre- or near Lake City, Fla., to points In Ala- Virginia, Georgia and Mississippi, for 180
setative: E. Check (same address as ap- bama, Georgia, Kentucky, Louisiana, days. Supporting shipper: Day Compa-
plicant). Authority sought to operate as Mississippi, North Carolina, South Caro- nies, Inc., 5050 Poplar Ave., Suite 1502,
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over lina, Tennessee and Texas, for 180 days. Lemphis, Tenn. 38157. Send protests to:
irregular routes, transporting: Fertilizer, Supporting shipper: Guerdon Industries, James Johnson, District Supervisor, Bit-
in bulk, in pneumatic tank vehticles, from Inc., P.O. Box 1847, Lake City, Fla. 32055. reau of Operations, Interstate Commerce
Salida, Colo., -to Burwell, Nebr., for 180 Send protests to: RonaldR. Mau, District Commlssion, 181 Federal Office Bldg,
days. Applicant has also filed an under- Supervisor, Bureau of Operations, Inter- 1240 E. Ninth St., Cleveland, Ohio 44199.
lying ETA seeking up -to 90 days of op- state Commerce Commission. P.O. Box No. MC 126853 (Sub-No. 5TA) filed
erating authority. Supporting shipper: 2340, Fargo, N.-Dak. 58102. November 2, 1976. Applicant:-PRINCL
Cozinco, Inc., P.O. Box 1005, Salida, Colo. No. MC 116073 (Sub-No. 343TA), TRANSFER. LINES, INC.,Mi1shicot, Wis.
81201." Sexid protests to: Herbert W. filed November 1, 1976. Applicant: BAR- 54228. Applicant's representative: Frank
Allen, District- Supervisor, Interstate RETT MOBILE HOME TRANSPORT, Coyne,- 25 W. Main St., Madison, Wis.
Commerce Commission, Bureau of Op- INC., 1825 Main Ave., P.O. Box 919, 53703. Authority sought to operate as a
erations, 518 Federal Bldg., Des Moines, Moorhead, Minn. 56560. Applicant's rep- common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
Iowa 50309. . resentative: John C. Barrett (same ad- irregular routes, transporting: Distillate

No. MC 115921 (Sub-No. 9TA), iled dress as applicant). Authority sought to fuel oils Numbers 1, 2 and 3, in bulk, in
November 2, 1976. Applicant: CHEMI- operate as a common carrier, by motor tank trucks, from Superior, .Wis., to Two
CAL SALT SERVICE, INC., 110 N. vehicle, over irregular routes, transport- Harbors, Silver Bay and Taconite Har-
Wacker Drive, Chicago, Ill. 60606. Ap- ing: Trailers, designed to be drawn by bor, Minn, for 180 days. Supporting
plicant's reiiresentative: Robert W. passenger automobiles (except travel shipper: Marine Fueling, Inc., Division
Brinckman (same address as applicant). trailers), in initial movement, and build- of Reiss Oil Terminal, Hill Ave., and
Authority sought to operate as a con- ings, from the plantsite of Skyline, at or Winter St., Superior, Wis. Send protests
tract carrier, by motor vehicle, over ie- near Decatur, Ala., to points in Georgia, to: Gall Daugherty, Transportation As-
regular routes, transporting: Bulk rock Kentucky, Mississippi and Tennessee, for sistant, Interstate Commerce Commis-
salt, in dump trucks, from. Princeton, 180 days. Supporting shipper: Skyline Slon, Bureau of Operations, U.S. Federal
Mercer County, W. Va., to Bland County Corporation, 2520 By Pass Road, Elkhart, Bldg. and Courthouse, 517 E. Wisconsin
and Tazwell County, Va., under a con- Ind. 46514. Send protests to: Ronald n. Ave., Room 619, Milwaukee, Wis. 53202.
-tinuing contract with Morton Salt Con- Mau, District Supervisor, Bureau of Op- No. MC 128462 (Suh-No. 4TA) filed
pany, for-180 ilays. Applicant has also erations, Interstate Commerce Commis- October 19, 1976. Applicant: SCHULTZ
filed an underlying ETA seeking up to go sion, P.O. Box 2340, Fargo, N. Dak. 58102. & SON TRUCK LINE, INC, 15 16th: St..
days of operating authority. Supporting No. MC 120903 (Sub-No. 2TA), filed S.E.. Long Prairie, Minn. 56347. Appli-
shipper: Morton Salt Company, Robert November 2, 1976. Applicant: MA RI- cant!s representative: Gordon Rosen-
-W. Brinckman, Traffic Manager Eastern' ETTA MOTOR FREIGHT, INC., P.O. Ineler, 72 Broadway, Little Falls, Minn.

- Territory, 110 N.-Wacker Drive, Chicago, 'Box 291, Marietta, Ohio 45750. Appli- 56345. Authority sought to operate as a
3M--60606. Send protests to: Pjitricia A. cant's representative: Jacob P. Biig, contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over
Roscoe, Transportation Assistant, Inter- 2033XSt.,N.W.,Washington, D.C.20006. irregular routet, transporting: Frozen
state Commerce Commission, Everett Authority sought to operate as a corn- meats, meats, meat jyroducts and meat
McKinley Dirksen Bldg., 219,S. Dearborn mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over Irreg- bY-products and articles distributed by
St., Room f386, Chicago, Il1. 60604. ular routes, transporting: Aluminum ar- meat packinghouises as described in See-

No. MC-116073 (Sub-No. 341TA), filed tieles, and equipment and materidls used tions A and C of Appendix Ito the report
November 1, 1976. Applicant: BARRETT in the manufacture of aluminum articles, in Descriptions in Motor Carrier CertiA-
MOBILE HOME TRANSPORT, INC., between the plantsite and facilities of cates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766 (except
1825 Main Ave, P.O. Box 919, Moorhead, Kaiser Aluminum Chemical Corpora- hides and frozen foods), in vehiles
Minn. 56560. Applicant's representative: tion, at Ravenswood Works, W. Va., on equipped with mechanical refrigeration.
John C. Barrett (same address as appli- the one hand, and, on the other, points from Long Prairie, Minn., to Tyler, Tex..
cant). Authority sought to operate as a in Ohio. Restriction: Restricted to move- and Los Angeles. Calif, under a continu-
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over ments through Gravel Bank, Ohio, for ing contract with Long Prairie Packing
irregular routes, transporting. Buildings, 180 days. Applicant has also filed an Company, for I80 days. Applicant has
complete or in sections, mounted on underlying ETA seeking up to 90 days also filed an underlying ETA seeking up
wheeled undercarriage, in initial move- of operating authority. Supporting ship- to 90 days of operating authority. Sup-

- ment,. from, the plantslte of Pittsville per: Andrew P. Damis, Transportation porting shipper: Long Prairie Packing
Homes, Inc., Plttsville, Wis., to points in Cost Supervisor, Kaiser Aluminum and Company, Long Prairie, Minn. 56347.
Iowa, Illinois, Minnesota and the Upper- Chemical Corporation, P.O. Box 98, -Send protests to: Marion I Cheney.

Ravenswood, W. Va. 26164. Send protests Transportation Assistant, Interstate
Peninsula of Michigan, for, 180 days. to: H. R. White, District Supervisor, In- Commerce Commission, Bureau of Oper-
Supporting shipper: Pittsville Homes, terstate Commerce Commission, 3108 ations, 414 Federal Bldg. and U.S. Court-
Inc., Highway 80 South, Pittsville, Wis. Federal Office Bldg., 500 Quarrier St., house, 110 S. 4th St., Minneapolis. Minn.
54446.-Send protests to: Ronald:R, Mau, Charleston, W. Va. 25301. 55401.
District Supervisor, Interstate Corn- No. MC 123091 (Sub-No. 20TA) filed No. MC 133689 (Sub-No. 88TA) fied
merce Commission, Bureau of Opera- November 3, 1976. Applicant: NICK November 2, 1976. Applicant' OVER-
tions, P.O. Box 2340, Fargo; N. Dak. 58102. STRIMBU, INC., 3500 Parkway Road, LAND EXPRESS, INC, 717 First St.,
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SW., New Brighton, Mlit 55112. Appli-
cant's representative: Robert P. Sack.
P.O. Box 6010, West St. Paul, Minn.
55118. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
Irregular routes, transporting: Meat,
meat products, meat by-products and ar-
tfeles distributed by meat paclinghouses,
as described in Sections A and C of Ap-
pendix I to the report in Descriptions in
Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209
and 766 (except hides and commodities
in bulk), from the plantsite and storage
facilities of Armour & Co., located at or
near Worthington, Minni, to points in
Connecticut, Maryland, Massachusetts,
North Carolina, New Jersey, New York,
Pennsylvania, Rhode Island and Tennes-
see, restricted to traffic originating at the
above-named origin and destined to the
above-named destinatio4 states, for 180
days. Applicant has also filed an under-
lying ETA seeking up to 90 days of pp-
erating authority. Supporting shipper:
Armour & Co., Greyhound Towers, Phoe-
nLx, Ariz. Send protests to: Marion L.
Cheney, Transportation Assistant, Inter-
state Commerce Commission, Bureau of
Operations, 414 Federal Bldg. and U.S.
Courthouse, 110 S. 4th St., Minneapolis,
Minn. 55401.

No. MC 133708 (Sub-No. 25TA) filed
November 2, 1976. Applicant: FIKSE,
B4OS., INC., 12647 E. South St., Artesia,
Calif. 90701. Applicant's representative:
Carl H. Fritze, 1545 Wilshire Blvd., Los
Angeles, Calif. 90017. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over Irregular routes, transport-
Ing: Gypsum wallboard, from the plant-
site of Kaiser Gypsum Company, Inc., at
Long Beach, Calif, to the distribution
center for Kaiser Gypsum Company, Inc.,
at Phoenix, Ariz., for 180 days. Applicant
has also filed an, underlying ETA seeking
Up to 90 days of operating authority.
Supporting shipper: Kaiser, Gypsum
Company, Inc, 600 South Common-
wealth Ave, Los Angeles, Calif. 90005.
Send protests to: Mary A. Francy, Trans-
portation Assistant, Interstate Commerce
Commission, Bureau . of Operations,
Room 1321 Federal Bldg., 300 N. Los An-
geles St., Los Angeles, Calif. 90012.

No. MC 134387 (Sub-No. 39TA) filed
November 2, 1976. Applicant: BLACK-
BURN TRUCK LINES, INC., 4998 Bran-
yon Ave., South Gate, Calif. 90280. Ap-
Plicant's representative: Lucy Kennard
Bell, 606 S. Olive St., Suite 825, Los An-
geles, Calif. 90014. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
Ing: Empty cans and can ends, from
Portland, Oreg, to San Jose and Los An-
geles County, Calif., for 180 days. Appli-
cant has also. fled an underlying ETA
seeking up to 90 days of operating au-
thority. Supporting shipper: Continental
Can Company, Inc., 10200 N. Lombard.
Portland, Oreg. 97203. Send protests to:
Mary A. Ftancy, Transportation Assist-
unt, Interstate Commerce Commission,
Bureau of Operations, Roo& 1321 Fed-
eral Blvd., 300 N. Los Angeles St., Los
Angeles, Calif.

No. MC 140163 (Sub-No. ITA) fled
November 2, 1976. Applicant: POST &
SONS TRANSFER, INC., 323 E. D St.,
Tacoma, Wash. 98421. Applicant's repre-'
sentative:- William H. Grady, 1100 Nor-
ton Bldg., Seattle, Wash. 98104. Author-
Ity sought to operate as a contract car-
rier, by motor vehicle, over Irregular
routes, transporting: Plywood and lum-
ber, between points in Clatsop, Columbia,
Tillamook, Yamhill, Clackamus, Marion,
Polk, Lincoln, Benton, Lane, Douglas,
Coos, Curry, Josephine, Jackson and Ka-
math Counties Oreg., to points In Wash-
ington, under a continuing contract with
Sequoia Supply, for 180 days. Supporting
shipper: Sequoia Supply, P.O. Box 1725,
Tacoma, Wash. 98401. Send protests to:
L. D. Boone, Transportation Specialist,
Bureau of Operations, Interstate Com-
merce Commission, 858 Federal Bldg.,
Seattle, Wash. 98174.

No. MC 142598TA filed November 3,
1978. Applicant: ALLEN TRANSPOR-
TATION INCORPORATED, 2818 S.
Cherry, Port Angeles, Wash. 98326. Ap-
plicant's representative: Gerry Lane,
Star Route 1, Box 736, Forks, Wash.
98331. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
regular routes, transporting: lumber, not
over 8'" in length, from Allen Camp (lo-
cated 15 miles south of Forks, Wash., on
U.S. Highway 101, Jefferson County) via
U.S. Highway 101 to Port Angeles, Allen
Camp via U.S. Highway 101 to Hoqulam
Aberdeen, Wash. Applicant intends to In-
terline with The Milwaukee Road at Port
Angeles, Wash.; and Intends to interline
with The Milwaukee Road, Union Pacific
Railroad and/or Burlington Northern,
Inc. Applicant Intends to interline at
Port Angeles, The Milwaukee Road;
Hoqulam-Aberdeen, The Milwaukee
Road, Union Pacific Railroad and/or
Burlington-Northern, Inc., for 180 days.
Supporting shipper: AllenLogging Com-
pany, Star Route 1, Box 736, Forksl
Wash. 98331. Send protest to: I. D.
Boone, Transportation Specialist, Bu-
reau of Operations, Interstate Commerce
Commisslon, 858 Federal Bldg., 915 Sec-
ond Ave., Seattle, Wash. 98174.

No. MC 142599TA filed November 2,
1976. Applicant: PEEL & GAVIN
TRUCKING (19735 Co., LTD., 14955
Swallow Drive, Surrey, British Columbia ,

Canada V3R 4W9. Applicant's represent-
ative: William H. Grady, 1100 Norton
Bldg., Seattle, Wash. 98104. Authority
sought to operate as a contract carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Lumber and lumber prod-
ucts, between Ports of Entry on the
United States-Canada boundary at or
near Sumas and Blaine, Wash., and
Vatcom, Skagit, Snohomish, King,
Pierce, Thurston, Lewis, Skamania,
Clark, Cowlitz, Clatsop, Pacific, Grays
Harbor, Mason, Jefferson, and Clallam
Counties, Wash., restricted to traffic
originating at or destified to New West-
minster, B. C. Canada, under a continu-
ing contract with MacMillan Bloedel
Limited, for 180 days. Supporting ship-
per: Maclllan Bloedel Limited, New

Westminster Lbr. Divisions, P.O. 13ox 210,
New Westminster, British Columbia,
Canada. Send protests to: L. D. Boone,
Transportation Specialist, Bureau of
Operations, Interstate Commerce Com-
mission, 858 Federal Bldg., 915 Second
Ave., Seattle, Wash. 98174.

No. MC 142606TA filed November 3,
1976. Applicant: WESCO TRANSPOR.
TATION, INC., 2222 W. Garvey, Suite L,
West Covina, Calif. 91760. Applicant's
representative: William J. Monheim,
15942 Whittier Blvd., Suite 100, P.O, Box
1756. Whittier, Calif. 900609. Authority
sought to operate as a contract carrier,
by motor vehicle, over Irregular routes,
transporting: Furniture parts, from
Leltchfleld, Ky., to Vernon, Calif., for
180 days. Supporting shipper: Universal-
Seng Company, subsidiary of Hoover Ball
and Bearing Co., P.O. Box 465, Leitch-
field, Ky. 42754. Send protests to: Mary
A. Mrancy, Transportation Assistant, In-
terstate Commerce Commisson, Bureau
of Operations, Room 1321'Federal Bldg.'
300 N. Los Angeles St., Los Angeles, Calif.
90012.

By the Commission.

H. G. Hom=, Jr.,
Acting Secretary.

[FR Doc.76-34070 Filed 11-17-70;8:45 am]

[Vol. 57]
PETITIONS, APPLICATIONS, FINANCE

MATTERS (INCLUDING TEMPORARY
AUTHORITIES), RAILROAD ABANDON.
MENTS, ALTERNATE ROUTE DEVIA-
TIONS, AND INTRASTATE APPLICA.
TIONS

PETITZONS FOR MODMIFCATION, INTERPItrTA-
TION OR RWINSTATE=ENT OF OPE.ATING
RIGHTs AuTHORrTx

NOVEMBER 12,1976.
The following petitioni seek modifica-

tion or interpretation of existing ope-
ating rights authority, or reinstatement
of terminated operating rights authority.

An original and one copy of protests to
the granting of the requested authority
must be filed with the Commission within
30 days after the date of this FIY'DERAL
REGISTER notice. Such protest shall com-'
ply with Special Rule 247(d) of the Com-
mission's General Rules of Practice (49
CPR 1100.247) 1 and shall include a con-
clse statement of protestant's interest In
the proceeding and copies of Its con-
flcting authorities. Verified statements
in opposition should not be tendered at
this time. A copy of the protest shall be
served concurrently upon petitioner's
representative, or petitioner if no repre-
sentative Is named.

No. MC 125808 (Sub-No. 1) (Notice of
filing of petition to modify restric-
tion) filed August 20, 1976. Petitioner:
AAACON. AUTO TRANSPORT INC., 230

J

i copies of Special Rule 247 (as amended)
can be obtained by writing to the Secretary,
Interstate Commerce Comimlsson, Waslng-
ton, D.C. 20423.
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W. Forty-First St.,-New York, N.Y. 10036.
_Petitioner's representative: Morton E.
Kiel, Suite 6193, 5 World Trade Center,

"New York, N.Y. 10048. Petitioner holds a
motor common carrier Certificate in No.
MC 12580B (Sub-No. 1), issued Decem-
ber 23, 1966, authorizing transportation
over irregular routes, of used passenger-
automobiles, in driveaway-9ervice, in sec-
ondary movements, with or without bag-
gage, personal effects, and sporting
equipment, between points in the United
States, including Alaska and excluding
Hawaii, restricted against the transpor-
tation of any traffic (1) having a prior

-movement by rail or water, (2) moving
on government bills of lading, or (3)
moving to automobile dealers; subject to
the condition that the Commission re-
serves the right to impose in the future
such terms, conditions, or limitations as
it may find necessary in order to insure
that the service authorized is performed
in Iconformity 'with the Commission's
safety, regulations.

By the instant petitidn, petitioner
seeks to modify the restriction above by
deleting part (3) and substituting -in
place thereof the following: "(3) from
plants or other facilities of manufac-
turers of automobiles."
REPUBLICATIONS OF GRANTS OF OPERATING

RIGHTS AuTHORITy PRIOR TO CERTIFIcA-
TION

The following grants of operating
rights authorities are republished by
order of tfie Commission to indicate a

.broadened grant of authority over that
previously noticed in the FEDERAL REG-
ISTER.

-An original and one copy of protests to
-the granting of the authority must be
filed with the Commission within 30 days
after the date of this- FEDERAL REGISTER
notice. Such protest shall comply with
Special Rule-247(d) of the Commission's
General- Rules of Practice (49 CPR
1100.247) addressing specifically the is-
sue(s) indicated as the purpose for re-
publication, and including a concise
statement of protestant's interest in the
-proceeding and copies of it conflicting
authorities. Verified statements in oppo-
sition shall not be tendered at this time.
A copy of the protest shall be served
concurrently upon the carrier's repre-
sentative, or carrier if no representative
is named.

No. MC 8973 (Sub-No. 34G) (Republit-
cation) filed June 3, 1974, publishedjin
the FEDERAL REGISTER issue of Septem-
ber 30, 1974, and republished this issue.
Applicant: METROPOLITAN TRUCK-
ING', INC., 2424 95th Street, North Ber-
gen, N.J. 07047. Applicant's representa-
tive: George A. Olsen, 69 Tonnele Ave.,
Jersey, City, N.J. 07306. An Order of the
Commission, Review Board Number 3,
dated October. 26, 1976 and served No-
vember 4, 1976, finds that the present
and future public convenience and neces-
sity require operations by applicant, in
interstate or foreign commerce, as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes in the transportation of
(1) Building materials (except commodi-

ties in bulk), from points in Essex, Hud-
son, Union, Somerset, and Bergen Coun-
ties, N.J., to points in Alabama, Arkansas,
Illinois, Indiana, Kentucky, Louisiana,
Michigan, Mississippi, Tennessee, West
Virginia, Connecticut, Maine, New
Hampshire, Vermont, Massachusetts,
Rhode Island, Maryland, Virginia, Penn-
sylvania, Ohio, Delaware, and New York,
and the District of Columbia; (2) build-
ing materl'. (except --commodities in
bulk and those requiring special equip-
ment), from points in Middlesex, Morris,
and Passaic Counties, N.J., to points In
New York, Maine, New Hampshire, Ver-
mont, Massachusetts, Rhode Island,
Connecticut, Pennsylvania, Ohio, Dela-
ware, Maryland, and 'Vlrglnla, and the
District of Columbia; (3) gypsunc and
gypsum products, asphalt and composi-
tion roofing, products, composition
boards, urethane and urethane products
and insulating materials (except house-
hold goods as defined by the Commission;
commodities In bulk and those requiring
special equipment), from points in Ber-
gen, Essex, Hudson, Middlesex, Morris,
Passaic, Somerset, and Union Counties,
N.J., and New York, N.Y., to points in
Alabama, Arkansas, Illinois, Indiana,
Kentucky, Louisiana, Ichigan. Mlssi-
sippi, Ohio, Tennessee, and West Vir-
ginia; and (4) plastic'articles, hardware,
and building materials, equipment and
supplies (except household goods as de-
fined by the Commission, commodities In
bulk and those requiring special equip-
ment), from New York, N.Y., to points
in New York, Maine, New Hampshire,
Vermont, Massachusetts, Rhode Island,
Connecticut, Pennsylvania, Ohio, Dela-
ware, Maryland, and Virginia, and the
District of Columbia, that applicant is
fit, willing, and able properly to perform
such service and to conform to the re-
quirements of the Interstate Commerce
Act and the Commission's rules and reg-
ulations thereunder. The purpose of this
republication is to indicate applicant's
actual grant of authority.

No. MC 51146 (Sub-No. 458) (Repub-
lication) filed January' 19, 1976, pub-
lished in the FEDERAL REGISTER issue of
February 26, 1976, and republished this
issue. Applicant: SCHNEIDER TRANS-
PORT, INC., 2661 South Broadway,
Green Bay, Wis. 54304. Applicant's rep-
resentative: Nell A. DuJardin, P.O. Box
2298, Green Bay, Wis. 54306. An Order
of the Commission Review Board Num-
ber 2, dated October 14, 1976 and served
November 3, 1976, finds that the present
and future public convenience and neces-
sity reqpre operations by applicant, In
interstate or foreign commerce, as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes in the transportation of,
pelletized agricultural gypsum, in bags,
from Irvington, Ky., and the facilities
utilized by American Pelletizing Corpora-
tion at or near Knoxville, Iowa, to points
in the United States (except Alaska and
Hawaii), that applicant is fit, willing,
and able properly to perform such serv-
ice and to conform to the requirements of
the Interstate Commerce Act and the
Commission's rules and regulations

thereunder. The purpose of this repub-
lication is to indicate applicant's actual
grant of authority.

No. MC 139386 (Sub-No. 2) (Republi-
cation) filed July 2, 1975, and published
in the FDmERAL REGIST=R issue of July 31,
1975, and republished this issue. Appli-
cant: DONALD W. JENSEN AND DAN
G. JENSEN, a Partnership doing business
as: JENSENXTRANST CO., 250 Summit
Street, River Falls, Wis. 54022. Appli-
cants representative: Wayne W. Wilson,
329 West Wilson St., Madison; Wis. 53703.
An Order of the Commission. Review
Board Number 1, dated October 28. 1976
and served November 4, 1976, finds that
the present and future public conven-
ience and necessity require operations by
applicant, in interstate or foreign com-
merce, as a common carrier by motor ve-
hicle, over Irregular routes in the trans-
portation of (1) malt beverages, from St.
Paul. Minn.. to Barron, au Claire, and
Chippewa Falls, Wis., (2) carbonated
beverages -(a) from Shakopee, Minn., to
Barron, Wis., and (b) 'from St. Paul,
Minn., to Chippewa Falls, Wis., and (3)
rejected shipments of the commodities
named In (1) and (2) above, (a) from
Eau Claire, Chippewa Falls, and Barron,
Wis., to St. Paul, Minn. and (b) from
Barron, Wis., to Shakopee, Minn., re-
stricted in (1) and (2) above to the
transportation of traffic destined to the
facilities of General Beer Distributors,
Inc., Lindemann Distributing, Inc., and
Barron Distributing Co., Inc., located at
the destinations named in (1) and (2)
above, and restricted in (3) above to the
transportation of traffic originating at
the above-named facilities; that appli-
cant is fit, willing, and able properly to
perform such service and to conform to
the requirements of the nterstate Com-
merce Act and the Commission's rules
and regulations thereunder. The pur-
pose of this republication is to indicate
applicant's actual grant of authority.

No. MC 142421 (Republication) filed
April 26, 1976, published in the FEDERAL
REGISTER issue of May 20, 1976, and re-
published this Issue. Applicant: RENO
ARMORED TRANSPORT, INC., 1130
South Flower Street, Los Angeles, Calif.
90015. Applicant's representative: R. Y.
Schureman, 1545 Wilshire Blvd., Los
Angeles, Calif. 90017. An Order of the
Commission Review Board Number 2,
dated August 25, 1976 and served-Sep-
tember 9,1976, finds that the present and
future public convenience and necessity
require operations by applicant, in intr-
state or foreign commerce, as a commom
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes in the transportation of, film and
photo-finished prints and slides, between
Reno, Nev., on the one hand, and, on the
other, Kings Beach, South Lake Tahoe,
Tahoe City, and Truckee, Calif., and
Incline Village and Roundhil, Nev., re-
stricted against providing service for or
to the premises of banks and banking
institutions and further restricted
against providing service from or to the
premises of Sears, Roebuck .& Co., of
Chicago, I., and Sierra Pacific Power
Co., of Reno, Xev., that applicant is fit,
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willing, and able properly to perform
such service and to conform to the re-
quirements of the Interstate Commerce
Act and the Commission's rules and
regulations thereunder. Theopurpose of
this republication is to indicate appli-
cant's actual grant of authority.
MOTOR CARRIER, BROKER, WATER CARRIER

AND FREIGHT FORWARDER OPERATING
RIGHTS APPLICATIoNS

The following applications are gov-
erned by Special Rule 247 of the Com-
mission's General Rules of Practice (49
CFR § 1100.247). These rules provide,
among other things, that a protest to
the granting of an application must b6
filed with the Commission within 30 days
after the date of notice of filing of the
application is published in the FEDERAL
REGISTER. Failure to seasonably to file a
protest will be construed as a waiver of
opposition anl participation in the pro-
ceeding. A protest under these rules
should comply with section 247(d) (3) of
the rules of practice which requires that
it set forth specifically the grounds upon
which it is mqde, contain a detailed
statement of protestant's interest In the
proceeding (including a copy of the
specific portions of its authority which
protestant believes to be in conflict with
that sought In the application, and de-
scribing in detail the method-whether
by joinder, interline, or other means--
by which protestant would use such au-
thority to provide all or part of the serv-
ice proposed), and shall specify with
particularity the facts,' matters, and
things relied upon, but shall not include
issues or allegations phrased generally.
Protests not In reasonable compliance
with the requirements of the rules may
be rejected. The original and one copy of
the protest shall be filed with the Com-
mission, and a dopy shall be served con-
currently upon applicant's representa-
tive, or applicant If no representative is
named. If the protest includes a request
for oral hearing, such requests shall meet
the requirements of section 247(d) (4) of
the special rules, and shall include the
certification required therein.

Section 247(f) ,further provides, In
part, that an applicant who does not in-
tend timely to prosecute its application
shall promptly request dismissal thereof,
and that failure to prosecute an applica-
tion under procedures ordered by the
Commission will result in dismissal of
the application.

Further processing steps will be by
Commission order which will be served
on each party of record. Broadening
amendments will not be accepted after
the date of this publication except for
good cause shown, and restrictive amend-
ments will not be entertained following
publication in the FEDERAL REGISTER of a
notice that the proceeding has been
assigned for oral hearing. -

Each applicant states that there will
be no significant effect on the quality of
the human environment resulting from
approval. of its application.

No. MC 263 (Sub-No. 224) filed Octo-
ber 26, 1976. Applicant: GARRETT

FREIGHTLINES, INC., 2055 Garrett
Way, Pocatello, Idaho 83201. Applicant's
representative: Wayne S. Green (same
address as applicant). Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over regular' routes, transport-
ing: General commoidties (except those
of unusual value, household goods as de-
fined by the Commission, commodities in
bulk, and those requiring special equip-
ment), Serving the plantsite and storage
facilities of Packwell, locatZd at Wilson-
vill, Oreg., as an off-,route point in con-
nection with applicant presently author-
_ized regular-route operations.

lNoT.-Common control may be involved.
If a hearing is deemed' necessary, the applil-
cant requests it be held at Portland, Oreg.

No. MC 1074 (Sub-No. 16) filed Octo-
ber 13, 1976. Applicant: -ALLEGHENY
FREIGHT LINES, INCORPORATED,
P.O.-Box 601, Winchester, Va. 22601. Ap-
plicant's representative: Richard -A.
Mehiey, 1000 Sixteenth Street, N.W,
Washington, D.C. 20036. Authority
sought to operate as a. common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over regular routes,
transporting: General commodities (ex-
cept those of unusual value, Classes A
and B explosives, household goods as de-
fined by the Commission, commodities in
bulk, and those requiring special equip-
ment), between Charleston, W. Va. and
Huntington, W. Va., serving all inter-
mediate points and all off-route points
located in Cabell, Kanawha, Putnam and
Wayne Counties, W. Ta.: From Charles-
ton over Interstate Highway 64 or U.S.
Highway 60 to Huntington, and return
over the same routes.

Norm-f a hearing Is deemed necessary.
the applicant requests it be held at Washing-
ton, D.C.

No. MC 1924 (Sub-No. 13) filed Octo-
ber 18, 1976. Applicant: WALLACE-
COLVILLE MOTOR FREIGHT, INC,
North 404 Sycamore, Spokane, Wash.
99201. Applicant's representative:' Hugh
A. Dressel, 1202 Old National Bank Bldg.
Spokane, Wash. 99201. Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Parts, supplies and accessories for
nachinery and equipment, between
Spokane, Wash., on the one hand, and,
on the other, ports of entry on the Inter-
national Boundary line between the
United States and Canada located at or
near Eastport, Idaho.

NTrm.-Common, control may be Involved.
f a hearing is deemed necessary, the appli-

-cant requests it be held at Spokane, Wash.

No. MC 4405 (Sub-No. 536) filed Octo-
ber 19, 1976. Applicant: DEALERS
TRANSIT, INC., 522 South Boston Ave-
nue, Enterprise Bldg., Tulsa, Okla. 74103.
Applicant's representative: Thomas J.
Van Osdel, 502 First National Bank
Bldg., Fargo, N. Dak. 58102. Autority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Unitized building cells
(modular building structures), from
Forest City, Iowa (Winnebago County),
to points in the United States (except
Alaska and Hawaii).

NoTE.--Common control may be Involved,
If a hearing s deemed necessary, the appli-
cant reauests It be hold at Chicago, Il

No. MC 4405 (Sub-No. 537), fied O0-
tober 19, 1976. Applicant: DEALERS
TRANSIT, INC., 522 South Boston Ave.,
Enterprise Bldg., Tulsa, Okla. 74103.
Applicant's representative: Thomas J.
Van Osdel, 502 First National Bank
Bldg., Fargo, N. Dak. 58102. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over Irregular routes,
transporting: (1) Lilting and material
handling machinery and equipment, and
parts, attachments and accessories for
lifting and material handling machin-
ery and equipment, from Guthrie, Okla,,
to points in the United States (except
Alaska, Hawaii and Oklahoma),; and (2)
materials, equipment and supplies (ex-
cept commodities In bulk) used in the
manufacture and distribution of the'
commodities described In (1) above,
from points In the United States (ex-
cept Alaska, Hawaii and Oklahoma), to

'Guthrie, Okla.
Noa.-Common c~ntrol may be Involved,

If a hearing Is deemed necessary, the ap-
plicant requests it be held at Oklahoma'
City, Okla.

No. MC 8544 (Sub-No. 28), filed Oc-
tober 26, 1976. Applicant: GALVESTON
TRUCK LINE CORPORATION, 7415
Wingate, Houston, Tex. 77011. Appli-
cant's representative: Joe G. Fender,
1150 Pennzoil Place, South Tower, 711
Louisiana, Houston, Tex. 77001. Author-
ity sought to operate as a common car-
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Newsprint and
ground wood paper and woodpulp, from
the plantsite and facilities of Southland
Paper Mills, Inc., located at Herty (Luf-
kin), Tex., to points in Oklahoma and
Kansas.
-Nor.-If a hearing Is deemed necesary,
the applicant requests It be held at Hots-
ton or Dallas, Tex.

No. MC 11207 (Sub-No. 378). filed Oc-
tober 17, 1976. Applicant: DEATON,
INC., 317 Ave. W., P.O. Box 938, Birming-
ham, Ala. 35201. Applicant's representa-
tive: Paul M. Daniell, P.O. Box 872, At-
lanta, Ga. 30301. Authority sought to op-
erate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: (1) Building materials, construc-
tion materials, and wallboard; and (2)
materials and supplies used In the man-
ufacture and distribution of building
materials, construction materials and
wallboard, between Jacksonville, Fla.,
on the one hand, and, on the other,
points in Alabama, Florida, Georgia,
Kentucky, Louisiana, Mississippi, North
Carolina, South Carolina, Tennessee,
Virginia, and Vest Virginia.

Nor.-If a hearing is deemed neces.ary,
the applicant requests it be hold at either
Tampa, Fla. or Atlanta, Ga.

No. MC 19945 (Sub-No. 60), filed Oc-
tober 18, 1976. Applicant: BEHNKEN
TRUCK SERVICE, INC,, Route No. 13,
New Athens, Ill. 62264. Applicant's rep-
resentative: Ernest A. Brooks I!, 1301
Ambassador Bldg., St. Louis, Mo. 03101.
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Authority sought* to operate as a co2n-
mm carrier, by motorjvehcle, over Ir-
regular routes, transporting:. Dry fertil-
izer, In bulk, In dump vehicles, from the
storage~facillties of Agro Marketing Co.
located at or near Marseilles, Pekin,
Springfield, and Tolono, ULL, to points in
Arkansas, Indiana, Iowa, Kentucky and
rssouri.
NoTr.-If a hearing is deemed necessary,

the applicant requests it be held at either
St. Louis, Mo. or Springfield, Ill.

No. MC 22301 (Sub-No. 23), filed Octo-
-ber 18, 1976. Applicant: SIOUX TRANS-
PORTATION COMPANY, INC., P.O. Box
3088, Sioux City, Iowa 51108. Applicant's
representative: MichaeldJ. Ogborn, P.O.
Box 82028, Lincoln, Nebr. 68501. Author-
ity sought to operate as a common car-
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Meats, meat prod-
ucts and meat by-products, and articles
distributed by meat paclinghouses, as
described in Sections A and C of Appen-
dix I to the report in Descriptions in
Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 M. C. C.
209 and 766 (except hides and commodi-
ties in bulk, in tank- vehicles), from the
plantsite and storage facilities utilized by
Farmland Foods, at or near Dension,
Iowa, to points in Illinois, those points in
Indiana withfn the Chicago, f1L Com-
mercial Zone, and points in Wisconsin.

Nom-If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be held at Kansas City,
Mo., or Sioux City, Iowa.

No. MC 26825 (Sub-No. 15), filed Octo-
ber 26, 1976. Applicant: ANDREW VAN
LINES, INC., Seventh and Park Avenue,
P.O. Box 1609, Norfolk, Nebr. 68701. Ap-
plIcant's representative: Patrick E.
Quinn, P.O. Box 82028, Lincoln, Nebr.
68501. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, -over
irregular routes, transporting: Iron and
steel and iron and steel articles, from
Chicago , Elk Grove, Chicago Heights,Northbrook, Joiet, Mad~ison, Bensenville,

Oak Brook, Shaumberg; Centralia, Car-
linville, Alton and Sterling, Ill.; St.
Louis, Gerald and Kansas City, Mo.; Wil-
ton, Iowa; Houston, Tex.; and Clacka-
mus, Oreg., to Norfolk, Nebr.
loTE.-f a hearing is deemed necessary, the

applicant requests it be held at -Omaha,
Nebr.

No. MC 30487 (Sub-No. 7), filed Octo-
ber 12,_ 1976. Applicant: DEARMAN
MOVINGANMD STORAGE CO., a Cor-
poration, P.O. Box 1, Ontario, Ohio
44862. Applicant's representaie: Robert

-L. Baker, 618 United American Bank
Building, Nashville, Tenn. 37219. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: (1) Equipment,
materials and supplies, used in the

-manufacture and installation of tele-
communications, equipment and parts
(except commodities in bulk and com-
from points in the United States (except
Alaska and Hawaii), to points in Wash-
ington County, Tenn., and points in
Ohio; and (2). telecommunications
equipment, 'maerials, parts and supplies
(except commodities in bulk and com-

moditles requiring spci equipment)
(a) between points in Washington Coun-
ty, Tenn., on the one hand, and, on the
other, points in A4bamrIL California,
Colorado, Connecticut, Delaware, Flor-
Ida; Georgia, Illinois, Indiana, Iowa,
Kansas, Kentacky, Maryland, Masa-
"chusetts, Michigan, Minnesota, Missouri,
Nebraska, New Jersey, New York, North
Carolina, Oregon, Pennsylvania, Rhode
Island, South Carolina, Texas, Virginia,
Washington, West Virginia, Wisconsim,
and the District of Columbia; and (b)
between points In Ohio, on the one hand,
and, on the other, points in Alabama,
California, Georgia, Kansas, Nebraska,
North Carolina, Oregon, Texas and
Washington, restricted to the transporta-
tion of traillc originating at or destined
to the facilities of North Electric Com-
pany.

No T.-Common control may be Involved.
If a hearing is deemed n-ces'ary, applicant
requests It be held at Washington, D.O.

No. MC 30844 (Sub-No. 574), filed
October 15, 1976. Applicant: BaROBLIN
REFRIGERATED XPRESS, INC., 2125
Commercial Street, P.O. Box 5000, Wa-
terloo, Iowa 50702. Applicant's repre-
sentative: John P. Rhodes (Same ad-
dress as applicant). Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, trans-
porting: Meats, meat products, meat by-
products and articles distributed by meat
packinghouses as defined In Sections A

"and C of Appendix I to the report In
Descriptions in Motor Carrier Certi-
ficates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 766 (except
hides and commodities In bulk), from the
plantsite and warehous& facilities of
Wilson & Co., Inc. located at Clarinda,
Iowa to points In Indiana, Michigan
and Ohio, restricted to the transporta-
tion of tramo origifiating at the above
named origin and destined to the named
destinations.

Norz.--Coalion control may be involved.'
If a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
does not specify a location.

No. MC 35628 (Sub-No. 385), filed Oc-
tober 26, 1976. Applicant: INTERSTATE
MOTOR FREIGHT SYSTEM, 134
Grandville Avenue, SW, Grand Rapids,
Mich. 49503. Applicant's representative:
Michael P. Zell (Same address as appli-
cant). Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
regular routes, transporting: GeneraZ
commodities, (except those of unusual
value, Classes A and B explosives, house-
holdgoods as defined by the Commlson,
commodities in bulk and those requiring
special equipment), Serving the plant-
site and facilities of Ebonite Bowling Ball
Division, located at or near Hopknsvlle,
Ky., as an off-route point in connection
with applicant presently authorized
regular route operations.

Norm.-If a heating is deemed neceary.
the applicant requests it be held at either
Bowling Green, Ky., Nashville. Tenn. or
Washington. D.C. on a consolidated record
with other similar applicationg.

No. MC 36587 (Sub-No. 7), filed Oc-
tober 18, 1976. Applicant: HARRY J.

PATTON AN4D CARLOS E. BREWER, a
Partnership doing business as PATTON
TRUCKING CO, R.D. No. 1, Box 7,
Homer, Ill. 61849. Applicant's representa-
tive: Nolan C. Craver, Jr., 210 North
Broadway, Urbana, 33L 61801. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: (1) Building brick-, from
points in Jefferson County. Ky., Dallas,
Polk, Wapello and Warren Countien,
Iowa, Greene, Jackson and Late Coun-
ties, Ind., and St. Louis County, Mo., to
points in Champaign, DeWitt, Douglas,
Edgar, Ford, Iroquois, McLean, Piatt and
Vermilion Counties, I.; and (2) Gravel,
from points n Chippewa, Dunn and Eau
Claire Counties, Wis., to points in Cham-
paign County, Ill.

NoT=.-If a hearing is deemed necessary.
the applicant requests it be held at ChIcago.
Ill.

No. MC 47583 (Sub-No. 36). fled Oc-
tober 18, 1976. Applicant: TO,E
FREIGHTWAYS, INC., 1020 Sunshine
Road. Kansas City, Kans. 66118. Appli-
cant's representative: D. S. Hults, P.O.
Box 225, Lawrence, Xans. 66044. Author-
ity sought to operate as a common car-
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Foodstuffs (except
frozen foodstuffs, meats, meat products,
meat by-products, dairy products and
articles distributed by meat packing-
houses), In containers, from the plant-
site of Beaver Valley Canning Co. lo-
cated at Grimes, Iowa, Reinbeck Can-
ning Co. located at Reinbeck, Iowa, and
Vista Products Co. located at Storm
Lake, Iowa, to points in Arkansas, Kan-
sas. Missouri, New Mexico, Oklahoma
and Texas.

Nor----Common control may be involved.
If a hearing is deemed necessary, the appli-
cant requests It be held at Mansas City, Kan.

No. MC 49387 (Sub-No. 46), fed Octo-
ber 14, 1976. Applicant: ORSCHELN
BROS. TRUCK LINES, INC, Highway 21
East,. P.O. Box 658, Moberly, Mo. 65270.
Applicant's representative: Herman W.
Huber, 101 East High Street, Jefferson
City, Mo. 65101. Authority sought to op-
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve-
hicle, over Irregular routes, transporting:
Drugs, medicines, toilet preparatious,
surgical dressing, swabs and absorbent
cotton and advertising matter and store
display racks or stands when moving at
the same time and In the same vehicle
with the above described commodities,
(1) from Jefferson City, Mo- to Lafay-
ette, Ind.; and (2) from Monticello, Ind.,
to Chicago, 3Il.

'om.-f a hearing is deemed necessary
the applicant requests it be held at either
St. Louis or Jefferson City, Mo.

No. MC 52566 (Sub-No. 5), filed Octo-
ber 297-1976. Applicant: NEW ENGLAND-
NEW YORK TRANSPORT, INC., 797
Berkshire Avenue, Indian Orchard,
Mass. 01051. Applicant's gepresentative:
Thomas W. Murrett, 342 North main
Street, West Hartford, Conn. 06117. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Sell-propelled re-
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hicles each having a weight of 15,000
pounds or more; precast and prestressed
concrete and brick forms, beams, panels,
shapes, and related machinery and sup-
plies; metal tubing, stationary and port-
able air compressors, between points in
Hampden County, Mass. and North Graf-
ton, Mass., and Meriden, Newington,
Glastonbury and Enfield, Conn., on the
one hand, and, on the other, points in
Maine, New Hampshire and Vermont.

No..-If a hearing Is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests it be held at either
Springfield, Mass, or Hartford, Conn.

No. MC 53965 (Sub-No. 121), filed Oc-
tober 26, 1976. Applicant: GRAVES
TRUCK LINE, INC., 2130 South Ohio,
Salina, Kans. 67401. Applicant's repre-
sentative: John E. Jandera, 641 Harri-
son Street, Topeka, Kans. 66603. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Meats, meat prod-
ucts, meat by-products and articles dis-
tributed by meat packinghouses, as de-
scribed in Sections A and C of Appendix
I to the report in Descriptions in Motor
Carrier Certifieates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and
766 (except hides and commodities in
bulk). from the plantsite of Dubuque
Packing Co. located at Mankato, Kans.,
to points in Missouri.

NoTE.-Common control may be involved.
If a hearing Is deemed necessary, the appli-
cant requests it be held at Xansas City, Mo.

No. MC 57697 (Sub-No. 4), filed Octo-
ber 26, 1976. Applicant: LESTER SMITH
TRUCKING, INC., P.O. Box 16424, 2645
East 51st Avenue, Denver, Colo. 80216.
Applicant's representative: Michael J.
Norton, Suite 404,Boston Bldg., Salt Lake
City, Utah 84111. Authority sought to op-
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve-
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting:
Plastic pipe, plastic pipe fittings, and ac-
cessories, from the facilities of Certain-
Teed Corporation located at or near Mc-
Pherson, Kans., to points in Arkansas,
Colorado, Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas,
Minnesota, Missouri, Montana, Nebras-
ka New Mexico, North Dakota, Okla-
homa, South Dakota, Wisconsin, Wyo-
ming, and the upper peninsula of Michi-
gan.

Nor..-Common control may be involved.
If a hearing .is de~med necessary, the appli-
cant'requests a consolidated hearing at Den-
ver, Colo.

No. MC 61396 (Sub-No. 319), fied Oc-
tober 15, 1976. Applicant: HERMAN
BROS. INC., P.O. Box 189, 2565 St. Marys
Avenue, Omaha, Nebr. 68101.-Applicant's
representative: John E. Smith, II (Same
address as applicant). Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Liquid argon, liquid oxygen, and
liquid nitrogen, in bulk, in cryogenic tank
vehicles, from Portage, Mich., Toledo,
Ohio, Chicago, La Salle and South Chi-
cago, Ill., and East Chicago, Ind., to
points in Illinois, Indiana, Michigan,
Iowa, Ohio and Wisconsin.

Nor.-If a hearing is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests it be held at either
Cleveland, Ohio or Omaha, Nebr.

No. MC 64932 (Sub-No. 567), filed Oc-
tober 18, 1976. Applicant: ROGERS
CARTAGE CO., a, Corporation, 10735
South Cicero Avenue, Oak Lawn, Ill.
60453. Applicant's representative: Carl L.
Steiner, 39 South La Salle Street, di-
cago, Ill. 60603. Authority sought to oper-
ate as a common carrier, by motor ve-
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting:
Paint, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from the
plant site of O'Brien Corporation lo-
cated at South Bend, Ind., to the plant
site of Gillespie-Deka Corporation lo-
cated at Lithonia, Ga.

NoTE.If a hearing is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests it be held at Indian-
aDolts, Ind.

No. MC 69834 (Sub-No. 11), filed Oc-
tober 15, 1976. Applicant: PRICE TRUCK
LINE, INC., 2945 North Market, Wichita,
Kans. 67219. Applicant's representative:
William H. Shawn, 1730 M Street, NW.,
Washington, D.C. 20036. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular and reg-
ular routes, transporting: (I) Irregular
routes: (A) General commodities (except
those of unusual value, and household
goods as defined by the Commission), (1)
between Wichita, Kans., on the one hand,
and, on the other, points in Derby, Mul-
vane, Belle Plaine, Udall, Douglass, Rock,
Akron, Winfield, Strother Field, Dexter,
Cedar Vale, Wauneta,'Sedan, Peru, Nio-
taze, Tyro, Cambridge, Grenola, Moline
and Burden, Kans.,-and a five (5) mile
radius from each point thereof; and (2)
between Caney, Kans., on the one hand,
and, on the other Rose Hill, Atlanta, and
Latham, Kans., and a five (5) mile radius
from each point thereof; and (B) Gen-
eral comh7odities (except those of un-
usual value, Classes A and B explosives,
livestock, household goods when trans-
ported as a separate and distinct serv-
ice in connection with so-called house-
hold movings, commodities in bulk, and
those requiring special equipment), (1)
between Wichita, Kans., on the one hand,
and, on the other Dexter, Cedar Vale,
Wauneta, Sedan, Peru, Niotaze, Tyro,
Burden, Cambridge, Grenola and Moline,
Kans., and a five (5) mile radius from
each point thereof; and (2) between
Caney, Kans., on the one hand, and, on
the other, Atlanta, Latham and Howard,
Kans., and a five (5) mile radius from
each point thereof.

(I) Regular routes: (A) General
commodities (except those of unusual
value, and household goods as defined
by the Comvimission), Between Wichita,
Kans. and Tyro, Kans., serving no in-
termediate points: (a) From Wichita
over Kansas Highway 14 to Udall, thence
over Kansas Highway 55 ,to junction
U.S. Highway 77, thence over U.S. High-
way 77 to junction U.S. Highway 160,
thence over U.S. Highway 160 to junc-
tion Kansas Highway 15, thence over
Kansas Highway 15 to junction U.S.
Highway 166, thence over U.S. Highway
166 to Tyro, and return over the same
route; (b) From Wichita over U.S. High-
way 81 to junction Kansas Highway 55,
thence over Kansas Highway 55 to junc-
tion Kansas Highway 15, thence over

Kansas Highway 15 to junction U.S.
Highway 77, thence over U.S. Highway 77
to junction U.S. Highway 166, thence
over U.S. Highway 166 to Tyro, and re-
turn over the same route; (c) from
Wichita over U.S. Highway 54 to Au-
gusta, thence over U.S. Highway 77 to
Winfield, Kans., thence over U.S. High-
way 160 to Moline, Kans., thence over
Kansas Highway 99 to junction U.S.
Highway 166, thence over U.S. Highway
166 to Tyro, and return over the same
route; (d) From Wichita over U.S. High-
way 54 to junction Kansas Highway 96,
thence over Kansas Highway 90 to
Severy, Kans., thence over Kansas High-
way 99 to junction U.S. Highway 100,
thence over U.S. Highway 4i66 to Tyro,
and -return over the same route; (o)
From Wichita over U.S. Highway 54 to
unnumbered county road located ap-
proximately three and one-half (3 )
miles west of Augusta, Kans., thence
south over unnumbered county road ap-
proximately twelve (12) miles, thence
east over unnumbered county road to
junction U.S. Highway ,77, thence over
routes described in (b) or (c) above to
Tyro, and return over the same route;
(B) General commodities (except those
of unusual value, Classes A and B ex-
plosives, livestock, household goods
when transported as a separate and dis-
tinct service In connection with so-called
household movings, commodities in bulk,
and those requiring special equipment),
Between Winfield, Kans. and Tyro,
Kans., serving no intermediate points:
From Winfield over U.S. Highway 160
to junction Kansas Highway 15, thence
over Kansas Highway 15 to junction U.S.
Highway 166, thence over U.S, Highway
166 to Tyro, and return over the same
route.

III. Alternate routes: General com-
modities (except those of unusual value,
and household goods as defined by the
Commission), (1) Between Wichita,
Kans. and Tyro, Kans., serving no Inter-
mediate points: From Wichita over In-
terstate Highway 35 to junction U.S.
Highway 166, thence over U.S. Highway
166 to Tyro, and return over the same
route as an alternate route for operat-
ing convenience only in connection with
applicant presently authorized regular
route operations; and (2) 'Between
Wichita, Kans. and Strother Field,
Kans., serving no Intermediate points:
From Wichita, over Kansas Highway 15
to Udall, thence over Kansas Highway
55 to junotion U.S. Highway 77, thence
over U.S. Highway 77 to Strother Meld,
and return over the same route, as an
alternate route for operating convenience
only in connection with applicant's pres-
ently authorized regular route opera-
tions.

NoTE.The purpose of this application i1
to convert applicant's ,Certificato of Regis-
tration to a Certificate of Public Convon-
ience and Necessity. Common control may
be involved. If a hearing Is deemed neces-
sary, the applicant requests it be hold at
Wichita, Ians.

No. MC 71642 (Sub-No. 22), filed
October 13, "1976. Applicant: CON-
TRACTUAL CARRIERS, INC., Allen
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Drive, Harmony Industrial Park,
Newark, Del. 19711. Applicant'm repre-
sentative: Samuel W. Earnshaw, 833
Washington Building, Washington, D.C.
20005. Authority sought to operate as a
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Chemi-
cally hardened fibre and- insulating
- materials; aritcles, -sheets, shapes and
forms, including plastic& and Plastic
article, sheets, shapes.- forms, rods,
tubes, grindings and pellets, and mate-
rias and supplis, used in the manu-
facture thereof, between points in the
Delaware Cit, Del. Commercial Zone, on
the one hand, and, on the other, New

. York, Endicott-and Johnson City, N.Y,
points in Nev Jersey, and points In
Pennsylvania on and east of -U.S. High-
way 11, under contract with Keysor-
Century Corporation. _

Norin-If a hearing is deemed necessary.
applicanb requests it be held at Washington,
D.C. or Wlmington, Der

No. MC 74321 (Sub-No. 126), filed
October 18, 1976. Applicant: B. F.
WALKER, INC, P.O. Box 17-B, 1555
-Tremont PlaceDenver, Colo. 80217. Ap-
plicant's representative: Richard-P. Kis-
singer, Suite 140 Cherry Creek Ctr., 360
South Monroe, Denver, Colo. 80209. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over Irregular
routes, transporting: Iron and steel arti-
cles, from the plantsites of Northwestern
Steel and Wire Coinpany, located in Rock
Falls and Sterling, 31., to points in
Arizona, - Colorado, Montana, 'New
Mexico, Oklahoma, Texas and Wyoming..
-No.-Common control may be involved.

It a hearing is deemed necessary, the ap-
plicant requests it be held at either Chicago,
1I. or Denver, Colo.

No. MC 75320 (Sub-No. 188), filed
October 20, 1976. Applicant: CAMPBELL
SITY-SIX EXPRESS, INC., P.O. Box
807, Springfield, Mo. 65801. Appicant's

-representative: Harold D. Miller, Jr.,
P.O. Box 22567, Jackson, Miss. 39205. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrim by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: (1) Nails, iron and
steel reinforcing mesh, gabions, fencing,
fencing -materials and accessories, wire,
cable, and wire products, from Van
Buren, Ark., to points in Alabama,
Georgia, Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas.
Kenuteky, Louisiana, Mississippi, Mis-
s6url, Nebraska, Nevada, Ohio, Okla-
homa,. Tennessee and Texas; and (2)
steel wire carlers, from Reno, Nev., to
Van Buren, Ark.

NoTE.-If a hearing is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests it be held at either
Memphis, Tenn., LittIe Rock, Ark,. or "ansas
City. Mo.

No. MC 78228 (Sub-No. 59), filed
October 26, 1976. Applicant: J. MILLER
EXPRESS, INC., 962 Greentree Road,
-Pittsburgh, Pa. 15220. Applicant's repre-
sentative: Henry M. Wick, Jr., 2310
Grant Bldg., Pittsburgh, Pa. 15219. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by, motor vehicle, over irregulax-
routes, transporting: Pig iron, in dump
vehicles, from Ashtabula, Ohio, to points

in Illinois, Indiana, Kentucky and
19lchigan.

NoTz-If a hearing is deemed neoessary,
the applicant requests It be held at either
Washington. D.C. or Chicago, InL

No. MC 80064 (Sub-No. 2). filed Octo-
ber 22, 1976. Applicant: B. r. KAUFF-
MAN MOTOR ]xRESS, INC, 1007
Harrisburg Avenue, Lancaster, Pa. 17603.
Applicant's representative: John W.
Frame, 2207 Old Gettysburg Road, BOx
626, Camp iM Pa. 1701L Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Ceiling tile, ftoor tile, wall-
board, adhesives, linoleum carpeting,
floor coverings, and accessories, materi-
als, and supplies used in the installation
or maintenance of such commodities, in
containers, from East Hempfleld Town-
ship, Lancaster County, Pa., to ports
within the New York Harbor limits as de-
fined by the Commission (49 CFR 1070),
restricted to the transportation of ship-
ments having a subsequent movement by
water.

NOTE.-If a hearing Is deemed necezsary.
the applicant requests It be held at Harris-
burg, Pa.

No. MC 82079 (Sub-No. 46), filed Octo-
ber 18, 1976. Applicant: KELER
TRANSFER L3= INC., 5635 Clay Ave-
nue, S.W., Grand Rapids, Mich. 49508.
Applicant's representative: Edward
Malinzak, 900 Old Kent Building, Grand
Rapids, Mich. 49503. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicles, over Irregular routes, transport-
ing: Fresh and frozen fis& and eggs and
egg products and butter, in mechanically
refrigerated vehicles (except commodities
in bulk), 'from points in Kent County,
Mich., to points n Chicago, Ill., and Its
Commercial Zone.

Novn-Dual operations may be Involved.
If a hearing Is deemed necessary., applicant
requests it be held at either Lansing or De-
troit, Mlch.

No. MC 82492 (Sub-No. 137), filed Oc-
tober 20, 1076. Applicant: MICHIGAN
& NEBRASKA TRANSIT CO., INC.; P.O.
-Box 2853, 2109 Olmstead Road, Kalama-
zoo, Mich. 49003. Applicant's representa-
tive: William C. Harris (same address as
applicant). Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting:
Meats, meat products, meat by-products
and articles distributed by meat packing-
houses (except hides and commodities in
bulk) as defined in Sections A and C of
Appendix I to the report n Description in
Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209
and 766, from the plant site and ware-
house facilities of Wilson & Co., Inc. lo-
cated at Clarinda, IoWa, topolnts in In-
diana, Michigan and Ohio, restricted to
the transportation of traffic originating
at the above named origins and destined
to the named destinations.

NoTm-If a hearing Is deemed necesary.
the applicant requests It be held at either
Chicago, 11., Omaha, Nebr. or Washington,
D.C.

No. MC 82841 (Sub-No. 198), filed Oc-
tober 18, 1976. Applicant: HUNT

TRANSPORTATION, INC. 10770 'T" St..
Omaha, Nebr. 68127. Applicant's repre-
sentative: Donald ,. Stern, 530 Univac
Building, 7100 West Center Road, Oma-
ha, Nebr. 68108. Authority sought to op-
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve-
hicle, over Irregular routes, transporting:
Farm machinery and implements, snow
plows, rock pickers, and cotton handling
equipment, from Lincoln, Nebr., to points
in the United States (except Alaska and
Hawaii).

Noir.-f & hearing Is deemed necessary.
the applicant requests it be held at either
Omaha or Lincoln, Nebr.

No. M C 86779 (Sub-No. 34), filed Octo-
ber 19,1976. Applicant: ILLINOIS CEN-
TRAL GULP RAILROAD COMPANY, A
Corporation, 233 North Michigan Ave-
nue. Chicago, 33L 60601. Applicant's rep-
resentative: John. H. DoerInger (same
address as applicant). Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over regular route transport-
ing: General commodities, Between
Gulfport, Miss. and New Orleans, La.,
servingno intermediate points: (1) From
Gulfport over US. Highway 90 to New
Orleans, and return over the same route;
and (2) From Gulfport over UZS. High-
way 49 to junction Interstate Highway
10, thence over Interstate Highway 10 to
New Orleans, and return over the same
route, restricted in (1) and (2) above:
(a so that the service by motor vehicle
t9 be performed by said carrier shal be
limited to service which is auxiliary to
or supplemental of, rail service of the
Illinois Central Gulf Railroad Company,
hereinafter called the railroad; (b) such
that carrier shall not serve any pointnot.
a station on the railroad; and (e) n that
shipments transported by said carrier
shall be limited to those which it receives
from or deliveries to the railroad under
a through bill of lading covering, in ad-
dltion to movement by carrier, a prior or
subsequent movement by rail.

Nor.--Common control may be involved.
If a hearing Is deemed necessary, the ap-
plicant requests it be held at either Chicago,
Ill. or New Orleans, La.

No. MC 98766 (Sub-No. 5), filed Octo-
ber 6, 1976. Applicant: BARNET ELD-
RIDGE doing business as ELDRIDGE
TRUCK LIN N. Highway 27, P.O. Box
659, Somerset, Ky. 42501. Applicant's
representative: Robert B&. Pearce, P.O.
Box 1111, Bowling Green, Ky. 42101. Au-
thority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over regular
routes, transporting: General commod-
ities (except those of unusual value,
Classes A & B explosives, household goods,
as defined by the Commission, commod-
ities In bulk and those requiring special
equipment), (1) Between Lexington, Ky.
and Morehead, Ky, serving no inter-
mediate points, and serving Morehead,
Ky. for purposes of Joinder only: From
Lexington, Ky. over US. Highway 6o to
Morehead, Kv. and return over the same
route; (2) Between Lexington, Ky. and
Albany, Ky, serving al intermediate
points between Lexington, Ky. and Ion-
ticelo, KY.- Prom Lexington, Ky. over
U.S. Highway 27 to its Junction with
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Kentucky Highway 90, near Burnside,
Ky., thence over Kentucky Highway 90
to its junction with U.S. Highway 127
north of Albany, Ky., thence over U.S.
Highway 127 to Albany, Ky. and return
over the same route; (3) Between Lex-
ington, Ky. and the site of Wolf Creek
Dam, near Jamestown, Ky., serving all
intermediate points: From Albany, Ky.,
over U.S. Highway 127 to Jamestown,
Ky., thence over accegs and state high-
ways to Wolf Creek Dam Site and return
over the same route; (4) Between the
junction of U.S. Highway 27 with Ken-
tucky Highway 90 near Burnside, Ky. and
Strunk, Ky., serving all intermediate
points: From the junction of U.S. High-
way 27 with Kentucky Highway 90 over
U.S. Highway 27 to Strunk, Ky. and re-
turn over the same route; and (5) Be-
tween Pine Knot, Ky. and Parkers Lake,
Ky. serving all intermediate points:
From Pine Knot, Ky. over Ken-
tucky Highway 92 to Williamsburg, Ky.,
thence over U.S. Highway 25W to Jellico,
Ky., thence return over U.S. Highway
25W to its junction with Kentucky
Highway 90 near Clio, Ky., thence over
Kentucky Highway 90 to Parkers Lake,
Ky. and return over the same route.

Xov.--The purpose of this application is
to convert a Certificate of Registration to a
Certificate of Public Convenience and Ne-
cessity. This is a matter directly related to
a Section 5(2) .nance proceeding in MC-F-
12996, published in the D ERAL REaIS=a
issue of October 21, 1976. If a hearing is
deemed necessary, the applicant requests it
be held at Lexington or Louisville, Xy.

No. MC 98952 (Sub-No. 39), filed Octo-
ber 7, 1976. Applicant: GENERAL
TRANSFER COMPANY, a Corporation,
2880 N. Woodford St., P.O. Box 2203, De-
catur, Ill. 62526. Applicant's representa-
tive: Paul E. Steinhour, 918 E. Capitol
Avenue, Springfield, Ill. 62701. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: General commodities (ex-
cept those of unusual value, Classes A
and B explosives, household goods as de-
fined by the Commission, and commodi-
ties in bulk), from Chicago, Ill., to Pa-
ducah, Owensboro, Henderson and Louis-
ville, Ky., and points in Indiana, restrict-
ed to the storage facilities of Dry Storage
Corporation, located at or near Chicago,
Ill.; the authority brought to named des-
tinations; and to movements in vehicles
equipped with mechanical refrigeration
only.

No=.-If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests it be *held at either Chi-
cago or Springfield, IlL., or St. Louis, Mo.

No. MC 99539 (Sub-No. 2), filed Octo-
ber 26, 1976. Applicant: UNDERWOOD
TRUCK LINES, INC., 21 South Depot
Street, Brazil, Ind. 47831. Applicant's
representative: Walter F. Jones, Jr., 601
Chamber of Commerce Building, Indi-
anapolis, Inhi. 46204. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Trailers, semi-trailers, trailer
chassis (except those designed to be
drawn by passenger automobiles), and
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parts and accessories therefor, in initial
movements, between the plantsite and
storage facilities of Great Dane Trailers
of Indiana, Inc., located at or near Bra-
zil, Ind., on the one hand, and, on the
other,, points in Illinois, Indiana, Ken-
tucky, Michigan, Missouri and Ohio.

Nor.--Commou control may be Involved.
If a hearing is deemed necessary, the appli-
cant requests it be held at either Indianapo-
lis, Ind. or Washington, D.C.

No. MC 100666 (Sub-No. 334), filed
October 26, 1976. Applicant: MELTON
TRUCK LINES. INC., P.O, Box 7666,
Shreveport, La. 71107. Applicant's repre-
sentative: Wilburn L. Williamson, '280
National Foundation Life Bldg., 3535
N.W. 58th Street, Oklahoma City, Okla.
73112. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Lumber,
and forest and wood products, from
points in Arizona and Kane, San Juan
and Garfield Counties, Utah., to points
in Oklahoma and Texas.

I oTE.f a hearing is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests it be held at either
Albuquerque, N. Mex., Dallas, Tex. or Phoe-
nix, Ariz.

No. MC 100666 (Sub-No. 335), filed
October 27, 1976. Applicant: MELTON
TRUCK LINES, INC, P.O. Box 7666,
Shreveport, La. 71107. Applicant's repre-
sentative: Wilburn L. Williamson, 280
National Foundation Life Bldg., 3535
N.W. 58th Street, Oklahoma City, Okla.
73112. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Building
materials, millwork, lumber and wood
products (except commodities In bulk),
between points in Idaho, Montana, Ore-
gon and Washington, on the one hand,
and, on the other, points in Arkansas,
Oklahoma and Texas.

NoT.-If a hearing is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests it be held on a con-
solldated record, but does not specify a lo-
cation.

No. MC 106398 (Sub-No. 756), fled
October 18, 1976. Applicant: NATIONAL
TRAILER CONVOY, INC., 525 South
Main, Tulsa, Olda. 74103. Applicant's
relresentative: Irvin Tull (same address
as applicant). Authority sought to op-
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve-
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting:
Trailers designed to be drawn by pas-
senger automobiles, in initial move-
ments, from Hardin, Lincoln and Maury
Counties, Tenn., to points in the United
States (except Alaska and Hawaii).

Nor.--Common control may be involved.
If a hearing is deemed necessary, the appli-
cant requests It be held at Nashville, Tenn.

No. MC 106644 (Sub-No. 224), filed
October 26, 1976. Applicant: SUPERIOR
TRUCKING COMPANY, INC., 2770
Peyton Road, N.W., Atlanta, Ga. 30318.
Applicant's representative: Hubert
Johnson, P.O. Box 916, Atlanta, Ga.
30301. Authority sought to operate as a

- common calrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Rock
crusher equipment, from the plantsite

of Hewitt-Robins, Inc., located in Rich-
land County, S.C., to points in tho United
States (except Alaska and Hawaii).

NoTE.-If a hearing is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests It be bold at either
Atlanta, Ga, or Washington, D.C,

No. MC 107227 (Sub-No. 133), filed
October 29, 1976. Applicant: INSURED
TRANSPORTERS, INC., 45055 Fremont
Blvd., Fremont, Calif. 94538. Applicant's
representative: John G. Lyons, 1418
Mills Tower, 220 Bush Street, San Fran-
cisco, Calif. 94104. Authority sought to
operate as'a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Automobiles, trucks, and btsses, as
described in'Descriptions in Motor Car-
rier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and 706
(except trailers), in secondary move-
ments, in truckaway service, between
points in California and Nevada, re-
stricted to shipments having an immo-
diately prior movement by rail and fur-
ther restricted to the transportation of
traffic originating at the plantsito of
Volkswagen of America located at New
Stanton, Pa.

NorE.-If a hearing Is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests it be hold at San
Francisco, Calif.

No. MC 107295 (Sub-No. 828), filed
September 29, 1976. Applicant: PRE-VAB
TRANSIT CO., 100 South Main Street,
P.O. Box 146, Farmer City, 11. 61842. Ap-
plicant's representative: Mack Stephen-
son, 42 Fox Mill Lane, Springfield, 111.
62707. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: (1) Roof-
ing building and insulating materials (ex-
cept iron and steel articles and comniodi-
ties in bulk), from the plantslte and
warehouse facilities of CertainTeed Cor-
poration in Granville County, N.C., to
points in Alabama, Connecticut, Dela-
ware, Florida, Georgia, Illinois, Indiana,
Kentucky, Maryland, Massachusetts,
Michigan (Lower Peninsula), Mississippi,
New Jersey, New York, North Carolina,
Ohio, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, South
Carolina, Tennessee, Virginia, West Vir-
ginia, and the District of Columbia; (2)
materials, equipment and supplies used
in the manufacture, Installation and dis-
tribution of roofing and building mate-
rials, from points in the above described
territory to the plantsite and warehouse
facilities of CertainTeed Corporation In
Granville County, N.C.; and (3) roofing,
building and insulating materials and
materials, equipment and supplies used
in the manufacture, installation and dis-
tribution of roofing and building mate-
rials, between the plantsites and ware-
house facilities of CertainTeed Corpora-
tion in Granville County, N.C., on th
one hand, and, on the other, the plant-
sites and warehouse facilities of Certain-
Teed Corporation In Clarke and Chat-
ham 'Counties, Ga.; Cook and St. Clair
Counties, 121; Scott County, Mim,; Jack-
son County, Mo.; Erie County, Ohio;
Mayes County, Okla.; York County, Pa.;
and Dallas County, Tex.

NoT.-If a hearing is deemed necessy,
the applicant requests a consolidated record
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with several other applications at. washing-
ton, D.C.

No. MC 107295 (Sub-No. 830) filed
October 12, 1976. Applicant: PRE-FAB
TRANSIT CO., 100 South Main Street,
-armer City, 111. 61842. Applicant's rep-
resentative: Mack Stephenson, 42 Fox
M ll- Lane, Springfield, I. 62707. Au-
thority'sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over Irregular
routes, transporting: Materials, acces-
Tories, and supplies used in the manufac-
turing/construction of buildings, modu-
lar housing and mobile homes, from Mira
Loma; Calif., to points in and west of
Colorado,§ Montana, New, Mexico, and
Wyoming.

fTo=.If a hearing is deemed necessary,
the applicanS requests it be held at Los
Angeles, Calif.

No. MC 107515 (Sub-No. 1032) filed
;October 12,-1976 Applicant: REFRIG-

- ERATED TRANSPORT CO., INC., P.O.
Box 308, Forest Park, Ga. 30050. Appli-
cant's representative: Richard M. Tettel-
baum, 3379 Peachtree Road,*N.E., Suite
375, Atlanta, Ga. 30326. Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
-vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Foodstuffs (except in bulk), in ve-
hicles equipped with mechanical refrig-

'eration, from the plantsite -and ware-
house facilities of Doxsee Food Corpora-
tion, located at or near Brundidge, Ala.,

- to points in Florida, Georgia, North
Carolina, South Carolina., Texas and
Virginia.
. No.-If a hearing is deemed necessairy.

the applicant requests it be held at either
Baltimore, Md., or Washington, D.C.

No. MC 107515 (Sub-No. 1034) filed
October 18, -1976. Applicant: REFRIG-
ERATED TRANSPORT CO., INC., P.O.
:Box 308, Forest Park Ga. 30050. Appli-
cant's representative: Alan E. Serby,
3379 Peachtree Road, N.E., Suite 375,
Atlanta, Ga. 30326. Authority sought to
operate as a commnon carrier, by motor
-vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Foodstuffs, including dairy products
(except in bulk), in vehicles equipped
with mechanical refrigeration, from the
plantsite and storage facilities of Borden
Foods Division of Borden, Inc., at or near
Plymouth, Wis., to points in California,
restricted to transportation of traffic
originating at the named origins and
destined to the named destinations.

NoTE.-Dual, operations may be involved.
If a bearing is deemed" necessary, applicant
reci7ests it be held at Columbus, Ohio.

No. -MC 108393 (Sub-Nd. 107) filed
October 18, 1976. Applicant; SIGNAL
DELIVERY SERVICE, INC., 201 East
Ogden Avenue, Hinsdale, Ill. 60521. Ap-
plicant's representative: J. A. Kundtz,
National City Bank Building, Cleveland,
Ohio 44114. Authority sought to operate
as a contract carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting: Elec-
trical and gas -appliances, Parts of eee-
trical and gas appliances, and equipment,
materials, and supplies used in the man-
ufacture, distribution, and repair of elec-
trical and gas appliances, between Mar-
ion, Ohio, on the one hand, and, on the

other, points In Boone, Cook, DuPage,
Kane, Kankakee, Kendall, Lake, Mc-
Henry, Will and Winnebago Counties,
I1., points in Elkhart, Fulton, Kosciusko,
Lake, LaPorte, Marshall, Porter, Pulaski,
St. Joseph and Starke Counties, Ind., and
points n Berrlen, Branch, Cass, Hills-
dale, Lenawee, Macomb, Monroe, Oak-
land,- St. Clair, St. Joseph, Van Buren,
Washtenaw and Wayne Counties, Mich.,
restricted against the transportation of
commodities in bulk, and limited to a
transportation service to be performed
under a continuing contract or contracts
with Whirlpool Corporation.

Nor.--COmo n control may be Involved.
If a hearing is deemed necessary, the appli-
cant requests It be held at Washington, D.C.

No. UMC 108393 (Sub-No. 109) filed
October 15, 1976. Applicant: SIGNAL
DELIVERY SERVICE, INC., 201 East
Ogden Avenue, Hinsdale, MI. 60521. Ap-
pilcant's representative: J. A. Kundtz,
1100 National City Bank Bldg., Cleveland,
Ohio 44114. Authority sought to operate
as a contract carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, .transporting: Such
merchandise as is dealt in by retail de-
partment stores and mail order houses,
and, in connection therewith, equipment
materials, and supplies, used in the con-
duct of such business, between points in
Alabama, Arkansas, Florida, Georgia,
Kentucky, Louisiana, Mississippi, Mis-
sourl, North Carolina, South Carolina,
Tennessee, Virginia and West Virginia,
restricted against the transportation of
commodities in, bulk, and limited to a
transportation service to be performed
under continuing contract or contracts.
with Sears, Roebuck and Co.

NoTE.-Common control and dual opera-
tions may be involved. If a hearing Is deemed
necessary, applicant requests It be held at
Washington, D.C.

No. MC 109583 (Sub-No. 4) filed
October 18, 1976. Applicant: H. J. FIKES,
doing business as FIKES TRUCK LINE,
1904 West 5th Avenue, Pine Bluff, Ark.
71601. Applicant's representative: Horace
Fikes, Jr., 414 National Building, Pine
Bluff, Ark. 71601. Authority sought to
operate as a comingn carrle&, by motor
vehicle, over Irregular routes, transport-
ing: Rooflng, rooflng supplies, and roof-

-ing materials, from the plantslte and
warehouse facilities of the Masonite
Corporation, in Pulaski County, Ark., to
points in Alabama, Florida, Georgia,
Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Ken-
tucky, Louisiana, Mississippi, Missouri,
Oklahoma, and Tennesee (except the
Memphis, Tenn. Commercial Zone).

No=rU-If a hearing Is deemed necessary,
applicant requests It be held at Little Rock,
Ark., or, Memphis, Tenn.

No. MC 112822 (Sub-No. 410), filed
October 21, 1976. Applicant: BRAY
LINES INCORPORATED, 1401 N. Little,
P.O. Box 1191, Cushing, Okla. 74023. Ap-
plicant's representative: Charles D. Mid-
kiff (same address as applicant). Author-
ity sought-to operate as a common car-
rier, by motor vehicle, over Irregular
routes, trahsporting: Frozen foods, from
the facilities of the Pillsbury Company,

located in the Minneapolis, St. Paul
Commercial Zone, to points in Florida,
Georgia, alsas, Louisiana, North Caro-
lia, Oklahoma, South Carolina, Tennes-
see and Texas.

Norz.-Comnnon control may be Involved.
If a hearing Is deemed necessary, the appli-
cant requests It be held at either St. Paul.
M1inn. or Chicago, Ill.

No. MC 113908 (Sub-No. 387), filed
October 29, 1976. Applicant: ERICKSON
TRANSPORT CORP, 2105 East Dale
Street, P.O. Box 3180 G.S.S., Springfield,
Mo. 65804. Applicant's representative:
B. B. Whitehead (same address as appli-
cant). Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
Irregular routes, transporting: (1) Neu-
tral grape or grain spirits; alcohol or
alcoholic liquors, in bond, in bulk, in tank
vehicles, from Delavan, Ill. and the Com-
mercial Zone thereof, to points in New
York, South Carolina and Virginia; and
(2) grain neutral spirits; alcohol or
alcoholic liquors, in bond, in bulk, in tank
vehicles, from Peoria and Delavan; IL
and their respective Commercial Zones,
to points In Indiana, Kentucky and Ohio.

Norc.-i a hearing Is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests It be held at either
Kansas City, Me;, Chicago, Ill. or Washington,
D.C.

No. MC 114273 (Sub-No. 266) filed
October 13, 1976. Applicant: CRST, INC.,
P.O. Box 68, 3930 16th Ave., Cedar
Rapids, Iowa. 52406. Applicant's repre-
sentative: Robftt E. Konchar, Suite 315
Commerce Exchange Bldg, 2720 First
Ave. NE., P.O. Box 1943, Cedar Rapids,
Iowa 52406. Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle
over irregular routes, transporting:
Chemicals, from Joliet, Ill, to Burling-
ton, Iowa.

Xor--Conmnon control may be involved.
If a hearing Is deemed necessary, applicant
requests It be held at Washington, D.C.

No. MC 114457 (Sub-No. 270) (Cor-
rection) filed August-24, 1976, published
in the FmRnAL RxrsvRa Issue of October
21, 1976, republished as corrected this is-
sue. Applicant: DART TRANSIT COM-
PANY, 2102 University Avenue, St. Paul
Minn. 55114. Applicant's representative:
James C. Hardman, 33 North LaSalle
Street, Chicago, Il. 60602. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Containers and container
ends, (1) from Piscataway, N.J, to Mil-
waukee, Wis.; Peoria, Ill. and Franken-
muth, Mich; (2) from Danbury, Conn.,
to Sharonville, Ohio; LaCrosse and Mil-
waukee, WIs. and Frankenmuth, Mich.;
and (3) from Mlls, Mass., to St. Paul,
Minn.; LaCrosse, Wis. and Franken-
muth, Mich.

Nora-The purpose of this republication
is to Indicate applicant's correct; origin in (1)
above as Piscataway. HZ. which was pre-
viously published In error. If a hearing is
deemed necesry, the applicant requests it
be held at elther St- Paul, Mlnn. or Chicago.
Ill.

No. MC 115311 (Sub-No. 199) filed
September 24, 1976. Applicant: J & M
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TRANSPORTATION CO., INC.,P.O. Box
488, Milledgeville,\Ga. 31061. Applicant's
representative: Paul M. Daniell, P.O.
Box 872, Atlanta, Ga. 30301. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: (1) Roofigg, building and
insulating materials (except iron and
steel articles and commodities in bulk),
from the plantsite and warehouse facil-
ities of CertainTeed Corporation, in
Granville County, N.C., to points in
Alabama, Connecticut, Delaware, Flor-
ida, Georgia, Illinois, Indiana, Kentucky,
Maryland, Massachusetts, those points in
the Lower Penninsula of Michigan, and
points in Mississippi, NewJersey, New
York, North Carolina, Ohio, Pennsyl-
vania, Rhode Island, South Carolina,
Tennessee, Virginia, West Virginia, and
the District of Cohimbia; (2) materials,
equipment and supplies, used in the
manufacture, installation and distribu-
tion of roofing and building materials,
from points n the above described.ter-
ritory, to the plantsite and warehouse
facilities of CertainTeed Corporation, in
Granville County, N.C.; and (3) roofing,
building and insulating materials, and
materials, equipment and supplies, used
in the manufacture, installation and dis-
tribution of roofing and building ma-
terials, between the plantsites and ware-
house facilities of CertainTeed Corpora-
tion, in Granville County, N.C., on the
one hand, and, on the other, the plant-
sites and warehouse facilities of Certain-
Teed Coporation, in Clarke and Chatham
Counties, Ga.; "Cook and St. Clair Coun-
ties, Ill.; Scott County, Minn.; Jackson
County, Mo.; Erie County, Ohio; Mayers
County, Okla.; York County, Pa.; and
Dallas County, Tex.

Norr.-Common control may be Involved.
It a hearing is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at Atlanta, Ga., or Char-
lotte or Raleigh, N.C.

No. MC 115311 (Sub-No. 201) filed.
October 15, 1976. Applicant: J & M
TRANSPORTATION CO.. INC., P.O. Box
488, Milledgeville, Ga. 31061. Applicant's
representative: Paul M. Danlell, P.O. Box
872, .Atlanta, Ga. 30301. Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
Ing: Building materials; construction
materials; wallboard; and materials and
supplies used in the manufacture and
distribution of building materials, con-
struction materials and wallboard, be-
tween Jacksonville, Fla., on the one hand;
and, on the other, points in Alabama,
Florida, Georgia, Kentucky, Louisiana,
Mississippi, North Carolina, South Caro-
lina, Tennessee, Virginia and West
Virginia.

Nor.-Common control may be involved.
If a hearing is deemed necessary, the appli-
cant requests It be-held at Jacksonville. Fla.

No. MC 115491 (Sub-No. 132) filed Oc-
tober 18,1976. Applicant: COMMERCIAL
CARRIER CORPORATION, P.O. Drawer
67, Auburndale, Fla. 33823. Applicant's
representative: Tony G. Russell (same
address as applicant). Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
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vehicle, over Irregular routes, transport-
ing: Building and- construction materials,
and materials, equipment and supplies
used in the manufacture, packaging, dis-
tribution or installation thereof (except
commodities in bulk, in tankvehicles),
between the plantsite and warehouse fa-
cilities of The Celotex Copporation, lo-
cated at Jacksonville, Fla., on the one
hand, and, on the other, points in Ala-
bama, Florida, Georgia, Kentucky, Loui-
siana, Mississippi, North Carolina, South
Carolina, Tennessee, Virginia and West
Virginia.

NoT.--Common control may be involved.
If a hearing is deemed necessary, the appli-
cant requests It be held at Tampa or Jack-
sonvlile, -rla.

No. VIC 115570 (Sub-No. 10) (Amend-
ment) filed June 28, 1976, published in
the FEDERAL REGISTER issue of July 29,
1976, and republished, as amended, this
issue. Applicant: WALTER A. JUNGE,
INC., 3818 Soutthwest 84th Street, P.O.
Box 91531, Tacoma, Wash. 98491. Appli-
cant's representative: George R. LaBis-
sontere, 1100 Norton Building, 'Seattle,
Wash. 98104. Authority sought to oper-
ate as a contract carrier, by motor ve-
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting:
(1) Printed forms, paper, paper products
and products made there from, shipping
containers, pallets, and equipment, mate-
rials and supplies used by the printing
industry; and (2) interplant correspond-
ence, between points in Arizona, Cali-
fornia, Colorado, Idaho, Nevada, Oregon,
Utah and Washington, restricted to the
transportation of traffic originating at
or destined to the plant or storage facili-
ties of Moore Business Forms, Inc., un-
der a continuing contract, or contracts,
with Moore Business Forms, Inc.

NoE.-The purpose of this republication
is to amend the territorial description: Dual
operations may be involved. If a hearing is
deemed necessary, the applicant requests It
be held at either San Francsco, Calif. or
Seattle, Wash.

No. MC 116254 (Sub-No. 166) filed Oc-
tober 26, 1976. Applicant: CHEM-HAUL-
ERS, INC., P.O. Box 339, Florence, Ala.
35630. Applicant's representative: Hamp-
ton M. Mills (same address as applicant).
Autl~ority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over Irregular
routes, transportig: General commodi-
ties, in bulk, from the port site and facil-
ities of, the Padueah-McCrackin County
Rive Port Authority, located at Padu-
cah, Ky., to points in Alabama, Arkansas,
Georgia, Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas,
Kentucky, Loulslana, -Maryland, Mis-
sissippi, Missouri, North Carolina, Ohio,
Oklahoma, South Carolina, Tennessee,
Texas, Virginia and West Virginia.

NoTElf a hearing is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests it be held at either
Paducah, Xy. or Washington, D.C.

No. MC 117883 (Sub-No. 208), filed Oc-
tober '13, 1976. Applicant: SUBLER
TRANSFER, INC., 100 Vista Drive, P.O.
Box 62, Versaillers, Ohio 45380., Appli-
cant's representative: Edward J. Subler
(same address as applicant). Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,

by motor vehicle, over Irregular routes,
transporting: (1) Frozen foods, from the
facilities of The Pillsbury Company 10-
cated at or near SeelyvIlle, Ind., to Con-
necticut, Delaware, Illinois, Indiana,
New Hampshire, New Jersey, New York,
Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts, Mlh-
Igan (lower peninsula), Ohio, Pennsyl-
vania, Rhode Island, Vermont, Virginia,
and the District of Columbia; and (2)
materials and supplies used in the man-
ufacture, distribution and sale of the
commodities named in (1) above (except
commodities In bulk), from the desti-
nation territories as named in (1) above
to the plant site of The Pillsbury Com-
pany located at or near Seelyvllle, Ind.,
restricted to the transportation of traf-
fic originating at the above named origin
points and destined to the above named
destination points as set forth in (1)
and (2) above.

NoTz.-f a hearing is deemed nocesary,
the applicant requests It be held at Seely-
vile, Ind.

No. MC 117940 (Sub-No. 192), filed Oc-
tober 15, 1976. Applicant: NATIONVIDE
CARRIERS, INC., P.O. Box 104, Maple
Plains, Minn. 55359. Applicant's repre-
sentative: Allan L. Timmerman (same
address as applicant). Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by mo-
tor vehicle, over irregular routes, trans-
porting: Agricultural chemicals (except
in bulk), from Des Moines, Iowa and the
plantsite and warehouse facilities of
Monsanto Company located at or near
Muscatine, Iowa, to ports of entry on the
International Boundary line between the
United States and Canada located at
points In Minnesota, Montana and North
Dakota, restricted to the transportation
of shipments destine to points in Alberta,
Saskatchewan and Manitoba, Canada.

Nor.--Appllcant holds contract carrier
authority in MO 114789 and (Sub-No. .10),
thereunder, therqfore dual operations may
be involved. Common control may also be
involved. If a hearing Is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests it bo held at St.
Louis, Mo.

No. MC 117940 (Sub-No. 193), filed Oc-
tober 15, 1976. Applicant: NATIONWIDE
CARRIERS, INC., P.O. Box 104, Maple
Plains, Minn. 55359. Applicant's repro-
sentative: Allan L. Timmerman (same
address as applicant). Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by mo-
tor vehicle, over irregular routes, trans-
porting: Salt and salt products (except
in bulk), from the plantsites and facili-
ties of Diamond Crystal Salt Company,
located at Akron, Ohio and St. Clair,
Mich. to points in Georgia, North Caro-
lina, South Carolina, Tennessco and
Virginia, restricted to shipments origi-
nating at named origins and destined
to named destinations.

Norr.-Applicant holds contract carrier
authority In MO 114789 and subs thereunder,
therefore dual operations may be involved.
Common control may also be involved. If
a hearing Is deemed necessary, the applicant
requests It be held at Detroit, Mich.

No. MC 118495 (Sub-No. 5), filed Oc-
tober 12, 1976. Applicant: COPPER
FREIGHT LINES, INC., 3025 Rampart
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Drive, Anchorage,.Alaska 99501. Appli-
cant's representative: Richard D. Thaler,
509 West Third Avenue, Anchorage,
Alaska 99501. Authority sought to op-
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve-
hicl% ovdr irregular routes, transport-
ing:_ General commodities (except
Classes A and B explosives, household
goods as defined by the .Commission,
livestock and articles of unusual-value),
between all points within 170 miles of
Anchorage; Alaska.

NoTE.-Common control may be involved.
If a hearing is deemed necessary, the ap-
plicant requests it be held at either Anchor-
age, Alaska or Seattle. Wash.

No. MC 118846 (Sub-Not 14), filed
October 12, 1976. Applicant: DALE
JESSUP, R.R.. 1, Box 252, Camby, Ind.
46113. Applicant's representative: Wal-
ter F. Jones, Jr., 601 Chamber of Com-
merce Bldg.,-Indianapolis, Ind. 46204.
Authority sought to operate as a con-
tract carrier, by-imotor vehicle, over ir-
regular routes, transporting: Paper and
plastic articles, (1) From Mooresville,
Id. to Little Rock, Ark.; Hialeah, Or-
lando, and Tampa, Fla.; Des Moines,
Iowa; Wichita, Kans.; Mt. Sterling, KY.;
Albuquer-que, N. Mex.; Grand Rapids,
Mich.; -Mount Vernon, N.Y.; Charlotte.
N.C.; Oklahoma City and Tulsa, Okla.;
Altoona, Pa.; Memphis, Tenn.; Houston,
Midland and Nacogdoches, Tex. and Mil-
waukee, Wis.; and (2) between the ports
of entiti on the International Boundary
line between the United States and Can-

-ada, located at or near Detroit, Mich.,
Niagara -Falls and - Buffalo, N.Y. "and
Mooresville, Ind., .under a continuing
contract in (1) and (2) with Nice-Pak
Products, Inc.

Nor-If a hearing is deemed. necessary,
the applicant requests it be held at~either

'Washington, D.C. or Indianapolis, Ind.

No. MC 118846 (Sub-No. 15), filed
October 12, 1976. Applicant: DALE
JESSUP, RR. 1, Box 252, Camby, Ind.
46113. Applicant's representativ&: Wal-
ter F. Jones, Jr., 601 Chamber of Com-
merce Bldg., Indianapolis, Ind. 46204.
Authority sought to operate as a con-
tract carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir-
regular routes, transporting: Paper
board, from Indianapolis, Ind. to points
in Arizona, California, Colorado, Idaho,
Montana, New Mexico, Nevada, Oregon,
Utah, Washington, and Wyoming, under
a continuing contract or contracts with,
John Kuhni & Sons. JW. Simmerhaws &
Sons Co.; MacCollum Paper Co. and
Nice-Pak Products, Inc.

Nom-If a hearing is deemed necessary,
-the applicant requests it be held at either
Washington, D.C. or Indianapolis, Ind.

No. MC 118959 (Sub-No. 137), filed
* October 18, 1976. Applicant: JERRY

LIPPS, INC., 130 South Frederick St.,
Cape Girardeau, Mo. 63701. Applicant's
representative: Robert M. Pearce, P.O.
Box 1111, Bowling Green, Ky. 42101.
-Authority sought to operate as a com-
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over ir-
regular routes, transporting: Toilet
preparations, from Duval County, Fla.,
to points in Alabama, Arkansas, Georgia,

linols, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas. Ken-
tucky, Louisiana, Michigan, Minnesota,
Mississippi, Missouri, North Carolina,
Ohio, Oklahoma, South Carolina, Ten-
nessee, Texas, Virginia, and Wisconsin.

No.-Applcant holds contract carrier
authority In No. Mo 125664, therefore dual
operations may be Involved. If a hearing Is
deemed necessary, the applicant requests It
be held at either Nashville, Tenn., or Jacl:-
sonville, Fla.

No. MC 121775 (Sub-No. 2), filed Octo-
ber 14, 1976. Applicant: MILTON B.
ANDERSON AND MELVIN K. ANDER-
SON, a Partnership, doing business as
OVERLAND EXPRESS, 798 East Glen-
dale Road, Sparks, Nev. 89431. Appli-
cant's representative: Melvin K. Ander-
son (same address as applicant). Author-
ity sought to operate as a common car-
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: General commodi-
ties (except household goods as defined
by the Commission, commodities In bulk,
those requiring special equipment and
Classes A and B explosives), (1) between
points in Nevada; and (2) between points
in Lassen, Sierra, Plumas, Nevada, El
Dorado, Mono, Inyo, Sacramento, Yolo,
Solano, Placer, Contra Costa, Alameda,
Santa Clara, San Mateo, and San Fran-
cisco Counties, Calif., on the one hand,
and, on the other, Reno and Sparks, Nev.

Nors-If a hearing Is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests It be held at Reno,llev.

No. MC 123329 (Sub-No. 26), filed
October 21, 1976. Applicant: H. X1
TRIMBLE & SONS LTD., P.O. Box 3500,
Calgary Alberta, Canada T2P 2P9. Ap-
plicant's representative: Ray F. Roby,
314 Montana Bldg., Great Fulls, Mont.
50401. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier,'by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, trinsportlng: White oli
in bulk, in tank vehicles, from Petrolia,
Pa., to ports of entry on the Interna-
tional Boundary line between the United
States and Canada, located at or near
Noyes, Minn , PortalN. Dak. and Sweet-
grass, Mont. Note: Common control may
be involved.

Norx-If a hearing is deeemed necesary,
the applicant requests It be held at any city
in Montana.

No. MC 123407 (Sub-No. 333), filed
October 19,.-1976. Applicant: SAWYER
TRANSPORT, INC., U.S. Highway 6,
South Haven Square, Valparaiso, Ind.
46383. Applicant's representative: Rob-
ert W. Sawyer (same address as appli-
cant). Authority .sought to operate as
a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over Irregular poutes, transporting:
Lumber, lumber products and miliwork,

-from points in Crook County, Wyo., to
points in Illinois, Indiana, Michigan,
Missouri, and Ohio.

NoTE.-Common control may be Involved.
If a hearing Is deemed necesary, the appli-
cant requests It be held at Denver, Colo.

No. MC 123407 (Sub-No. 334), fMled
October 18, 1976. Applicant; SAWYER
TRANSPORT, INC., U.S. South Haven
Square, Highway 6, Valparaiso, Ind.
46383. Applicant's representative: Ste-

phen H. Loeb (same address as appli-
cant). Authority sought to operate as
a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting:
Iron and steel valves and parts thereof,
from the facilities of Clow Corporation,
located at or near Westmont, 3l. to
points In the United States including
Alaska, but excluding Hawaii.

Norz.-Common control may be involved.
If a hearing Is deemed neessary. the appli-
cant requests it be held at Chicago, Ill.

No. MC 123872 (Sub-No. 58), filed Oc-
tober 18,1976. Applicant: W &L MOTOR
LINES, INC., State Road 1148, P.O. Box
2607, Hickory, N.C. 28601. Applicant's
representative: Allen E. Bowman (same
address as applicant). Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by
motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Meat, meat products, meat
by-products, and articles distributed byg
meat packinghouses (except hides and
commodities In bulk), fronli the plant-
site and shipping facilities of Iowa Beef
Processors, Inc., at or near Emporia,
Kans.; Dakota City, Nebr.; and Sioux
City, Iowa, to the warehouse and receiv-
ing facilities of Merchants Distributors,
Inc., at or near Hickory, N.C., restrict-
ed to shipments originated at named
points and-destined to the named desti-
nation.

Xor-If a hearing is deemed neces-ary.
applicant requests It be held at either Char-
lotte or Raleigh, N.C.

No. MC 124004 (Sub-No. 39), filed Oc-
tober 20. 1976. Applicant: RICHARD
DAHN, INC., 624 West Mountain Road,
Sparta, N.J. 07871. Applicant's repre-
sentative: George A. Olsen, 69 Tonnele
Avenue, Jersey City, N.J. 07306. Author-
Ity sought to operate as a common car-
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Soda as, in bulk,
from Solvay, N.Y., to points in North
Carolina.

Norr-If a hearing Is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests It be held at either
New York, N.Y., or Washington, D.C.

No. MC 124878 (Sub-No. 9), filed
September 29, 1976. Applicant: LAPA-
DULA AIR FREIGHT TRANSFER, INC.,
149-04 New York Blvd., Jamaica, N.Y.
11434. Applicant's representative: John
L. Alfano, 550 Mamaroneck Avenue, Har-
rison, N.Y. 10528. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: General commodities (except
Classes A and B explosives, commodities
In bulk and motor vehicles), between
Philadelphia International Airport, Phil-
adelphia, Pa., on the one hand, and, on
the other, New York, N.Y, Newark
Municipal Airport, Newark, N.J., J. F.
Kennedy International Airport, New
York, N.Y., Logan International Airport,
Boston, Mass,, Hancock Airport, Syra-
cuse, NY., and Bradley International
Airport, Windsor Locks, Conn, restricted
to the transportation of shipments hav-
ing an Immediately prior or subsequent
movement by air.
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NoT.-If a hearing is deemed necessary.
the applicant requests it be held at either
New YorktN.Y. or Philadelphia, Pa.

No. MC 125254 (Sub-No. 36) fled Oc-'
tober 21, 1976. Applicant: MORGAN
TRUCKING CO., 1201 E. 5th Street,
Muscatine, Iowa 52761. Applicant's rep-
resentative: Larry D. Knox, 900 Hubbell
Bldg., Des Moines, Iowa 50309. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: (1) Products of Grain (ex-
cept in bulk), from Muscatine and
Davenport, Iowa, and Milan, Il., to
points in Connecticut, Florida, I1lnois,
Indiana, Kansas, Maryland, Massachu-
setts, Maine, Minnesota, Missouri, New
Jersey, New Hampshire, New York, Ne-
braska, Ohio, Pennsylvania, Rhode Is-
land, South Dakota, Vermont, Wiscon-
son and the District of Columbia.; and
(2) feed and feed ingredients (except in
bulk), from Muscatine, Iowa, to points
in Connecticut, Florida, Maine, Massa-
chusetts, Maryland, New Jersey, New
Hampshire, New York, Pennsylvania,
Rhode Island, Vermont, and the District-
of Columbia.

Nor.-If a hearing is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests it be held at either
Des Moines, Iowa or Omaha, Nebr.

No. MC 125420 (Suli-No: 25), filed
October 18, 1976. Applicant: MERCURY
TANKIINES LIMITED, P.O, Box 3500,
Calgary, Alberta, Canada T2P 2P9. Ap-
plicant's representative: Ray _F. Koby,
P.O. Box 2567, Great Fails, Mont. 59403.'
Authority sought to operate as a contract
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Alcohol, alcoholic
beverages, liquors, and spirits in bulk in
tank vehicles, (1) from ports of entry on
the International Boundary line between
the United States and Canada located at
or near Detroit, Marine City and Port
Huron, Mich. and Buffalo, N.Y., to Chi-
cago, Ill. and Stanley, Ky., restricted to
traffic originating at Berthierville,
Quebec, (2) from ports of entry on the
International Boundary line between the
United States and Canada located at or
near Alexandria Bay and Ogdensburg,
N.Y., to Colonial Heights, Va., restricted
to traffic originating at Berthierville,
Quebec; and (3) from Owensboro, Ky.,
to ports of entry on the International
Boundary line between the United States
and Canada located at or near Detroit,
lMarine City and Port Huron, Mich. and
Buffalo, N.Y, ,restricted to traffic des-
tined to Berthierville, Quebec, under a
continued contract or contracts with
Melchers Distilleiles Limited in (1), (2),
and (3) above.

NoTE.-Common control may be involved.
If, a hdaring is deemed necessary, the appli-
cant requests it .be held at any city in
Montana.

No. MC 125533 (Sub-No. 17), filed Oc-
tober 20, 1976. Applicant: GEORGE W.
KUGLER, INC. P.O. Box 6064 Ellot Sta-
tion, 2800 East Waterloo Road, Akron,
Ohio 43212. Applicant's representative:
John P. McMahon, 100 East Broad
Street, Columbus, Ohio 43215. Author-

Ity sought to operate as a common car-
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Clay products and
refractories and materials and supplies
used in the Installation of clay products
and refractories, from the facilities of
Clow' Corporation located at Carol
Stream, fl1, to points in Minnesota,
Nebraska, North, Dakota and South
Dakota.

Norz.-If a hearing Is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests it be held at either
Columbus, Ohio or Chicago, Ill.
• No. MC 125777 (Sub-No. 175) (Amend-
ment), filed September 9, 1976, published
in the FEDERAL REGISTER issue of October
29, 1976, republished as amended this is-
sue. Applicant: JACK GRAY TRANS-
PORT, INC., 4600 East 15th Avenue,
Gary, Ind. 46403. Applicant's representa-
tive: Carl Steiner, 39 South La Salle
Street, Chicago, Il. 60603. Authority
sought to operate_ as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transportink: Pig iron, alloy and ores, in
bulk, in dump vehicles, from port of New
Orleans, La. and Burnside Port, Burn-
side, La., to points in Alabama, Arkan-
sas, Arizona, California, Colorado, 1111-
nols, Indiana, Iowa, Kentucky, Kansas,
Michigan, New Mexico, Mississippi, Min-
nesota, Missouri; Oklahoma, Oregon,
Tennessee, Texas, Washington and Wis-
consin.

NoT.-The purpose of this republication
Is to add Pig iron to the above commodity
description. If a hearing Is deemed neces-
sary, the applicant requests it be held at
Chicago, nIl.

No. MC 125777 (Sub-No. 179) filed Oc-
tober 4, 976. Applicant: JACK GRAY
TRANSPORT, INC., 4600 Fast 15th Ave-
nue, Gary, Ind. 46403. Applicant's repre-
sentative: Carl Steiner, 39 South La Salle
Street, Chicago, IL 60603. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier, by
motor vehicle, over irregular ioutes,
transporting: Alloys ores, and coke
breeze, in bulk, fromPortsmouth, Ohio
to Coatesville, Pa.

NoTE.-If a hearing is deemed necessary,
the'applicant requests it be held at Phila-
delphia, Pa.

No. MC 126305 (Sub-No. 81) fled Oc-
tober 27, 1976. Applicant: BOYD
BROTHERS TRANSPORTATION CO.,
INC, RD. 1, Clayton, Ala. 36016. Appli-
cants representative: George A. Olsen,
69 Tonnele Ave., Jersey City, N.J. 07306.-
Authority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes,, transporting: (1) Farm equip-
ment, from Moline, East Moline, and
Rock Island, M1; Loulsville, Ky.; and
Memphis, Tenn, to the facilities of Boyd
Truck and Tractor Co. located at Clay-
ton, Ala.; and (2) agricultural gypsum
(except in bulk), from Savannah and
Brunswick, Ga., and Jacksonville, Fla.,
to the facilities of Boyd Warehouses lo-,
cated at Clayton, Ala.

Nos.--If a hearing is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests it be held at either
Birmingham or Montgomery, Ala.

No. MC 126899 (Sub-No. 109) filed Oc-
tober 17, 1976. Applicant: USHER
TRANSPORT, INC, 3925 Old Berton Rd.,
P.O. Box 3156, Paducah, Ky. 42001. Ap-
plicant's representative: George M. Cat-
lett, 703-706 McClure Bldg, Frankfort,
Ky. 40601. Authority sought to operate as
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Malt bev-
erages, in containers, and empty malt
beverage containers on return (1) from
Milwaukee, Wis. -and Peoria, Ill., to DIl-
lonvale, Amherst, Conneaut and Paines-
ville, Ohio; and (2) from Milwaukee,
Wis., to Canton, Ohio.

Nor=-If a hearing is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests It be hold at Cleve-
land, Ohio.

No. MC 126904 (Sub-No. 18) (Correc-
tion) filed August 19, 1976, published in
the FEDERAL REGISTER issue of October 7,
1976, republished as corrected this Issue.
Applicant: H. C. PARRISH TRUCI
SERVICE, INC., a Corporation, R D No.
2, Box 264, Freeburg, IIl. 62243. Appli-
cant's representative: B. W La Tourette,
Jr., 11 S. Meramec, Suite 1400, Clayton,
Ohio 63105. Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting: Cor-
rugated shipping containers, from the
plantsite of Weyerhaeuser Company, lo-
cated at Omaha, Nebr. to Valmeyer, fli.

lNo=.-Tho purpose of this republication
Is to correct applicant's and applicant's rep-
resentative name, which was previously pub-
lished In error. If a hearing is deemed nec-
essary, the applicant requests it be held at
either St. Louis, Mo,, Chicago, lII. or Wash-
ington, D.C.

No. MC 126965 (Sub-No. 7), filed Oc-
tober 17, 1976. Applicant: CIFFORD B.
FINKLE, JR., 800 Cloomfield Avenue,
P.O. Box 682 Allwood Station, Clifton,
N.J. 07012. Applicant's representative:
Robert B. Pepper, 168"Woodbrldge Ave-
nue, Highland Park, N.J. 08904. Author-
ity sought to operate as a contract car-
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Corrugated boxes,
and materials and supplies used in the
manufacturing, processing, and distribu-
tion of corrugated boxes (except In
bulk), between the plant facilities of
Westvaco Corp., located at Hobollen,
N.J., on the one hand, and, on the other,
points in Connecticut, New York, and
Pennsylvala, under a continuing con-
tract with Westvaco Corp.

NorE.-If a hearing is deemed nece:sary,
the applicant requests it be held at either
New York, N.Y. or Newark, N.J.

No. MC 127598 (Sub-No. 3), filed Sep-
tember 29, 1976. Applicant: HARRY M.
MOWREY, 6597 Rollymeade, Cincinnati,
Ohio 45243. Applicant's representative:
John F. Fulcher, 239 Crescent Lane,
Cliffside Park, N.J. 07010, Authority
sought to operate as a contract carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Dairy products (except
frozen poultry and poultry products),
dairy plant equipment (except article
because of size, shape or weight requir-
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ng the use of specihi equipment) mate-
rials and supplies, between -Loulsvllle,
Ky., on the one hand, and, on the other
Points in Michigan, points in Indiana on
and horth of U.S. ,Highway 36, points in
Ohio on and north of U.S. -Highway s0,
and those in West Virginia on and East
of UZ. Highway 220, under a continuing
contract or contracts with Breakstone
S Sugar Creek Foods.

lro- .- Applicant intends to tack its re-
quested authority at points in Louisville, Ky,
Tennessee, Indiana, Ohio, West Virginia and
Mchigan to provide service to points In
Louisville. y, Tennessee, ndiana. Ohio,
West Virginia and Mchigan. If a hearing Is
deemed necessary, the applicant requests that
it be held at Louisville, Ky.

No, MC 128375 (Sub-No. 148), filed
October 18, 1976. Applicant: CRETE
CARRIER CORPORATION, P.O. -Box
81228, Lincoln, Nebr. 68501. Applicant's
representative: Duane W. Acklie (same
address as applicant). Authority Zought
to operate as a contract carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Paper and paper products, from
Taylorville, Il., to points in Kansas, Iowa,
Missouri and Nebraska, under a contin-
uing contract or contracts -with Western
Paper Co.

lN 7-Applicant holds common carrier
authority In MC 126118 and subs thereunder,
therefore dual operations nay 'be involved.
Common control may also be involved. If a
hearing Is deemed necssary, the applicant
requests it be held at either Chicago, ill. or
Lincoln, Nebr.

No. MC 128375 (Sub-No. .149), filed
October 18; 1976. Applicant: CRETE
CARRIER CORPORATION, P.O. Box
81228, Lincoln, Nebr. 68501. Applicant's
representative: Duane W. Acklie (same
address as applicant). Authority sought
to operate as a contract carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Paper and paper products, from St.
Prancisville, La., to Memphis, Tenn., and
points in Iowa, :Kansas, Missouri and
Nebraskaunder contract with Western
Paper Co.

No=.-Applicant holds common carrier
authority, in MC 126118 and subs thereunder,
therefore dual operations may be involved. If
a hearing Is deemed necessary, apppllcant re-
quests it be held at Lincoln, Nebr., or .Kansas
City, Mo.

No. MC 128555 (Sub-No. 14) (Correc-
tion), fied August 16, 1976, published
intheHR Issue of-September 30,1976, and
republished as corrected this issue. Ap-
plicant: MEAT DISPATCH, INC., 2103
17th Street, East, Palmetto, Fla. 33561.
Applicant's representative: S. Michael
Richards, 44 North Avenue, P.O. Box 225,
Webster, N.Y. 14580. Authority sought to
operate as a contract carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ingz (1) Unfrozen foodstuffs (except in
bulk), (A) from Owensboro and Hen-
derson, Ky.; and Austin, Ind., not to ex-

eed 5,000 lbs. per shipment, to Points in
Connecticut, Delaware, Maine, Maryland,
Massachusetts, New Hampshire, Ohio,
Rhode -Island, Vermont, and the District
-of Columbia, and (B) from Henderson,
Ky., andAustin, ILd., not to exceed 5,000

lbs. per shipment, to points in Alabama,
Arkansas, Colorado, Florida, -Georgia,
Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kentucky, Kan-
_,as, Louisiana, Michigan, Minnesota,
Mississippi, Missouri, Nebraska, New
Jersey, New York, North Carolina, Okla-
homa, Pennsylvania, South Carolina,
Tennessee, Texas, Virginia, West Vir-
ginia, and Wisconsin; and (2) materials,
supplies and equipment used in the
manufacture of the commodities in (1)
above, from Points in Alabama, Arkansas,
Colorado, Connecticut, Delaware, Florida,
Georgia, Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas,
Kentucky, Louisiana, Maine, Maryland,
Massachusetts, Michigan, Mnnesota,
Mississippi, Missouri, Nebraska, New
Hampshire, New iersey, New York,
North Carolina, Ohio, Oklahoma, Penn-
sylvania, Rhode Island, South Carolina,
Tennessee, Texas, Vermont, Virginia,
West Virginia, Wisconsin and the Dis-
trict of Columbia, to Owensboro and
Henderson, Ky.; and Austin, Ind., not to
exceed 5,000 lbs. per shipment (except as
presently authorized), restricted in (1)
and (2) above to traffic originating at or
destined to the plantsltes or warehouse
facilities of Ragu Foods, Inc., and under
a continuing contract or contracts with
Ragu Foods, Inc.

NoTE-The purpose of this republication is
to Indicato the proper restriction In (1) (A).
(1) (B), and (2) at Austin, Ind. Applicant
holds common carrier authority in 0 1356123,
therefore dual operations may be involved. If
a hearing Is deemed necsary, the applicant
requests it be held at either Eocheater or
Buffalo, N.Y.

No. MC 128841 (Sub-No. 16), filed Oc-
tober 17, 1976. Applicant: MUR-GAI,
INC., 301 North Fifth Street, Minneap-
olis, Minn. 55403. Applicant's representa-
tive: Samuel Rubenstein (same address
as applicant). Authority sought to oper-
ate as a contract carrier, by motor ve-
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting:
Such commodities as are-dealt in by pre-
mium trading stamp companies, in ship-
per owned or leased trailers, having an
immediate prior movement by rail, and
returned shipments of such commod-
ities, from Minneapolis-St. Paul, Minn.,
to points in Minnesota, under a continu-
ing contract, or contracts, with The
Sperry and Hutchinson Company.

Nor. -If a hearing Is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests It be held at either
Minneapolls, or St. Paul, .

No. MC 128988 (Sub-No. 89), filed Oc-
tober 29,1976. Applicant: JO/KEL, INC.,
159 South Seventh Avenue, P.O. Box 1249,
City of Industry, Calif. 91749. Applicant's
representative: Patrick E. Quinn, P.O.
Box 82028, Lincoln, Nebr. 68501. Author-
ity sought to operate as a contract car-
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Lamps and related
parts, from the facilities of Westinghouse
Electric Corporation located at or near
Trenton, N.J. and Owensboro, Ky., to
points in the United States on and west
of a line beginning at -the mouth of the
Mississippi River, and extending along
the Mississlppi River to Its junction with
the western boundary of Itasca County,
AMinn., thence northward along the west-
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em boundaries of Itasca and Koochl-
thing Counties, Minn. to the Interna-
tional Boundary Line between the United
States and Canada, under a continuing
contract, or contracts, with Westing-
house Electric Corporation of Pitts-
burgh, Pa,

Nor-If a hearing is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests it be held at either
Los Angeles, Calif. or Pittsburgh, Pa-

No. MC 129720 (Sub-No. 5), flIed Oc-
tober 1, 1976. Applicant: JACOBSEN
TRANSFER, INC., Main Street and Por-
ter Avenue, Box 47, Fairmont, Nebr.
68354. Applicant's representative: Billy
R. Jacobsen (same address as applicant).
Authority sought to operate as a con-
tract carrfer, by motor vehicle, over ir-
regular routes, transporting: (1) Auto-
mated feeding systems, feed storage sys-
tems, and parts and components thereof,
from points in Dexaib and Woodford
Counties, IL, to points in Nebraska; (2)
forage wagons, choppers and bloirers,
from Appleton, Wis., to points in Nebras-
ka. restricted in (1) and (2) above to a
transportation service to be performed
under a continuing contract, or con-
-tracts, with Geneva Concrete Company,
Inc.; and (3) steel buildings and com-
ponent.parts thereof, from the plantsites
of National Steel Products Co., Inc., lo-
cated at or near Houston, Tex., and Terre
Haute, Ind., to points in Kansas and
Nebraska, under a continuing contract,
or contracts, %Ith Wilkins Steel Build-
ing Company, Inc.

aorr-Common control and dual opera-
tions may be Involved. If a hearing is deemed
neeesary, the applicant requests it be held
at either Lincoln or Omaha, Nebr.

No. MC 133119 (Sub-'No. 103), filed Oc-
tober 18, 1976. Applicant: HEYL TRUCK,
LINES, INC., 200 Norka Drive, P.O. Box
206. Akron, Iowa 51001. Applicant's rep-
resentative: A. J. Swanson, 521 S. 14th
Street, P.O. Box 81849, Lincoln, Nebr.
68501. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Agricul-
tural chemicals (except commodities in
bulk), from the plantsite and warehouse
facility of Monsanto Company, at or near
Muscatine and Des MoinesjIowa,to ports
of eftry on the International Boundary
line between the United States and Can-
ada, at or near Noyes, Minn.- Pembina
and Portal, N. l ak.; Raymond and
Sweetgrass, Mont.; and Laurier, Dan-
vile. Oroville and Blaine, Wash.; re-
striated to the transportation of traffia
moving in foreign commerce, to points in
the Provinces of Manitoba, Saskatche-
wan, Alberta and British Columbia, Can-
ada.

Nor -If a hearing Is deemed necessary.
applicant requests It be held at Omaha, Nebr,
or De3s lnes. Iowa.

No. MC 133377 (Sub-No. 9), fl ed Octo-
ber 26, 1976. Applicant: COM"ERcIAl,
SERVICES. INC., 114 Memorial Road
Storm Lake, Iowa 50588. Applicant's rep-
resentative: 7homas E.-Leahy, Jr, 1980
Financial Center, Des Moines, Iowa
50309. Authority sought to operate as a,
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common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Meats,
meat products, meat by-products and
articles distributed by meat packing-
houses, as described in Sections A and
C of Appendix I to the Reportin Descrip-
tions in Motor Carrier Certificates, 61
M.C.C. 209 and 766 (except hides and
commodities in bulk), from Lyons, Nebr.,
to points in Illinois, Iowa, Kansas, Min-
nesota, Missouri, South Dakota and Wis-
consin.

NoTE.-If a hearing s deemed necessary,
the applicant -requests It be held at either
Omaha, Nebr.; Kansas City, Mo.; or Chicago,
Ill.

No. MC 134201 (Sub-No. 5), filed Octo-
ber21,1976.Applicant: JAMES V. PALM-
ER, doing business as JIM PALMER
TRUCKING, Highway 10 West, Route 2,
Missoula, Mont. 59801. Applicant's repre-
sentative: Jerome Anderson, 100 Trans-
western Building, 404 North 31st Street,
Billings, Mont. 59101. Authority sought
to operate as a contract carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: (1) Roofing and roofing .materials
and supplies, from the plant site of Cer-
tainteed Products Corporation located
at Shakopee, Minn., to points in Montana
(except points in Carter, Custer, Dawson,
Fallon, Powder River, Prairie and Wi-
baux Counties); and (2) roofing roofing
materials and supplies and asbestos
board, from the plant site of Johns-
Manville Corp. located at Waukegan, Ill.,
to points in Montana (except points in
Carter, Custer, Dawson, Fallon, -Powder
River, Prairie and Wibaux Counties),
under a continued contract or contracts
in (1) and (2) above with Lumber Yard
Supply Co. of Great- Falls, Mont..,

NoT.--f a hearing is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests it be held at either
Great Falls or Helena, Mont.

No. MC 134477 (Sub-No. 121) (cor-
rection), filed September 13, 1976, pub-
lished in the FR Issue of October 21,
1976, and republished as corrected this
Issue. Applicant: SCHANNO TRANS-
PORTATION, INC., 5 West Mendota
Road, West St. Paul, Minn. 55118. Ap-
plicant's representative: Robert P. Sack,
P.O. Box 6010, West St. Paul, Minn:
55118. Authority sought to operatb as a"
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
Irregular routes, transporting: Meat,
meat products, meat by-products- and
articles distributed by meat packing-
houses as described in Sections A and C
of Appendix I to the Report in Descrip-
tions in Motor Carrier Certificates, 61
M.C.C. 209 and 766, (except hides and
commodities in bulk), from Eau Claire,
and Whitehall, Wis., to points in Con-
necticut, Delaware, Illinois, Indiana,
Iowa, Kentucky, Maine, Maryland, Mass-
achusetts, Michigan, Minnesota, Mis-
souri, Nebraska, New Hampshire, New
Jersey, New York, Ohio, Pennsylvania,
Rhode Island, South Dakota, Vermont,
Virginia, West Virginia.and the District
of Columbia, restricted to the transporta-
tion of shipments originating at the
facilities of Whitehall Packing Company,
Inc., located at or near Eau Claire gnd

NOTICES

Whitehall. Wis., and destined to the common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
above named destination points. irregular routes, transporting: Meat,

NOz.-The purpose of this republication meat products and meat by-products,
Is to correct the restrction s as to r1 and articles distributed by meat packing-
*7Eau Claire and Whitehall, Wis." in ueii of houses, as described In Section A of Ap-
*!Eau Claire and Whitehall, minn." If a hear- pendix I to the report in Descriptions in
Ing is deemed necessary, the applicant re- Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209
quests It be held at Minneapolis, Minn. and 766 (except commodities in bulk),

No. MC 134681 (Sub-No. 4), filed Sep- from the facilities of and storage fa-
tember 17, 1976. Applicant: VULCRAFT cilities utilized by Midstates Industries,
CARRIER CORPORATION, 4425 Ran- Inc. located at or near'Sloux City, Iowa,
dolph Road, Charlotte, N.C. 28211. Appli- to points in-Alabama, Connecticut, Dela-
cant's representative: Earl H. Scudder, ware, Florida, Georgia, Kentucky, Loui-
Jr., P.O. Box 82028, 605 South 14th siana; Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts,
Street, Lincoln, Nebr. 68501. Authority Mississippi, New Hampshire, New Jersey,
sought to operate as a contract carrier, New York, North Carolina, Ohio, Penn-
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes, sylvania, Rhode Island, South Carolina,
transporting: Such equipment, supplies, Tennessee, Vermont, Virginia, West Vir-
and materials as are dealt in or utilized ginia, and the District of Columbia.

,in the manufacture of iron and steel arti- Nor.--Appllcant holds contract carrier
cles as described in Descriptions in Motor authority in No. MC 138398 and subs there-
Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and under, therefore dual operations may be
767, from points in Alabama, Arkansas, involved. Common control may also be in.
Connecticu Delawa..e, Florida .Georgia, volved. If a hearing is deemed necessary,
Connetic.t Delaware, .the applicant requests It be held at eitherIllinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kentucky, .oUl--.Omaha, Nebr. or Sioux City, Iowa.
siana, Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts,
Michigan, Mississippi, Missouri, New No. MC 134755 (Sub-No, 81), filed
Hampshire, New Jersey, New York, North October 19, 1976. Applicant: CHARTER
Carolina, Ohio, Oklahoma, Pennsylvania, EXPRESS, INC., 1959 E. Turner Street,
Rhode Island, South Carolina, Tennes- P.O. Box 3772, Springfield, Mo. 65804.
see, Texas, Vermont, Virginia, West Vir- Applicant's representative: Larry D,
ginia, Wisconsin, and the District of Knox, 900 Hubbell Bldg., Des Moines,
Columbia, to tlhe facilities of Nucor Cor- Iowa 50309. Authority sought to operate
poration, located at or near Darlington, as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
S.C., under a continuing contract, or con- oVdr Irregular routes, transporting:
tracts, with Nucor Corporation. Toilet articles; toilet preparations;drugs; medicines; cosmetic articles; and

No.--I a hearing is deemed necessary, medical materials and supplies (except
the applicant requests It be held at either In bulk), from Jefferson City, Mo. to
Charlotte, N.C. or Florence, S.C. Stone Uountain, Ga.

No. MC 134755 -(Sub-No. 79), filed Oc- INor.-Applicant holds contract carrier au-
tober 26, 1976. Applicant' CHARTER thority In MOC 138398 and subs thereunder,
EXPRESS, INC., 1959 E. Turner Street, therefore dual operations may be involved.
P.O. Box 3772, Springfield, Mo. 65804. Common control may also be Involved. If a
Applicant's representative: Larry D. hearing Is deemed necessary, the applicant
Knox, 900 Hubbell Building, Des Moines, requests it be held at either Kansas City,
Iowa 50309. Authority sought to operate Mo. or Hartford, Conn.
as 6. common'carrier, by motor vehicle, No. MC 135326 (Sub-No. 7), filed
over irregular routes, transporting: October 26, 1976. Applicant: BILLY R.
Meats, meat products, and meat by-, ALMAND, doing business as ALMAND
products, as described in Section A of AP- TRUCKING COMPANY, 4277 N. Market
pendix I to the report in Descriptions in Street, P.O. Box 7959, Shreveport, La.
Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 71107. Applicant's representative: Louis
and 706 (except hides and skins and corn- Tarlowskl, 914 Pyramid Life Bldg., Little
modities in bulk-), from the plantsite and Rock, Ark. 72201. Authority sought to
storage facilities of Royal Packing Co., operate as a common carrier, by motor
located at or near National City, Ill., to vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
points in Connecticut, Delaware, Illinois, ing: Roofing and roofing materials, from
Indiana, Maine, Maryland, Massachu' the plantsite of Masonite Corporation,
setts, Michigan, New- Hampshiie, New located at Pulaski County, Ark., to points
Jersey, New York, Ohio, Pennsylvania, in Kansas, Louisiana, Oklahoma, and
Rhode Island, Vermont, Virginia, West Texas.
Virginia, Wisconsin, and the District of NoTE.-If a hearing is deemed neceszsary,
Columbia. the applicant requests It bo held at either

NoTz.-Applicant holds contract carrier Little Rock, Ark. or Shreveport, La.
authority In MC 138398 and subs there- No. MC 135684 (Sub-No. 26), filed
under, therefore dual operations may be
involved. Common control may also be in- September 29, 1976. Applicant: BASS
volved. If a hearing is deemed necessary, the TRANSPORTATION CO., INC., Old
applicant requests It be held at either Croton Road, P.O. Box 391, Flemington,
St. Louis or Kansas City, 11o. N.J. 08822. Applicant's representative:

No. MC 134755. (Sub-No. 80), filed Herbert Alan Dubin, 1819 H Street NW,
October 18, 1976. Applicant: CHARTER Suite 1030, Washington, D.C. 20006. AU-
EXPRESSINC., 1959 E. Turner St., P.O. thority sought to operate as a common
Box 3772, Springfield, Mo. 65804. Appli- carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
cant's representative: Larry D. Knox, routes, transporting: (1) Synthetic gum
900 Hubbell Building, Des Moines, Iowa resin, dry, in bulk, in tank vehicles, from
50309. Authority sought to operate as a the plantsite of Tenneco Chemicals, Inc,
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at or near Flemington, N.J., and Burling-
ton, N.J., to Sanford, Maine, to points in

-_New York, Connecticut, Rhode Island,
Massachusetts, that part of New Hamp-
shire on and south of.U.S. Highway 4;
Pennsylvania, Delaware, Maryland, Vir-
ginia, West Virginia, Ohio, and the Dis-
trict of Columbia; (2) synthetic gum
resin, in containers, from the plantsites
of Tenneco Chemicals, Inc., at or near
Flemington and Burlington, N.J. to San-
ford; Maine, and points in Connecticut,
iasachusetts, New York, Rhode Island.
and points in that part of New Hamp-
shire on and south of U.S. Highway 4; (3)
returned and damaged shipments of
synthetic gum resin, from Sanford,
Maine, and points in Connecticut,
Massachusetts, New York, Rhode Island,
and points in tfiat part of New Hamp-
shire on and south of U.S. Highway 4,
to the plantsites of Tenneco Chemicals,
Inc., at or near Flemington and- Bur-
lington, N.J.; (4) synthetic resin, dry,
in bags, from Flemington and Burling-
ton, N.J. to points in Delaware, Mary-
land, Virginia, West Virginia, Ohio,
Pennsylvania (except the Philadelphia,
Pa. Commercial Zone, as defined by the
Commission), and the District of Co-
lumbia.

(5) Damaged, rejected,'and returned
shipments of synthetic resin, dry, in bags,
from points in Delaware, Maryland, Vir-
ginia, West Virginia, Ohio, Pennsylvania
(except the Philadelphia, Pa. Commer-
cial Zone, as defined by the Commission),
and theDistrict of Columbia, to Fleming-
ton and Burlington, N.J.; (6) synthetic
resin, dry, in bulk, in tank vehicles, and
in bags, from Flemington and Burling-
ton, N.J. to points in Illinois, Indiana,
Michigan, Pownel, Vt., and Winthrop
and .Lisbon, Maine; (7) dry resin, in
bulk, from Flemington, N.J., to Watkins-
ville, Ga.;- (8) dry synthetic resin, in con-
tainers, (a) from Flemington and Bur-
lington, N.J, to Piers at Hoboken, Jersey
Cityand Port Newark, N.J., and to Phil-
adelphia, Pa.; and (b) from New York,
N.Y., to Flemington and Burlington, N.J.
(9) dry synthetic resins, from Flem-
ington and Burlington, N.J. to points in
Alabama, Florida, Georgia, Kentucky,
Louisiana, Mississippi, North Carolina,
South Carolina, and Tennessee; (10) dry
resin, from Burlington, N.J., to points in
Iowa, Minnesota, Arkansas, Missouri,
Wisconsin, Nebraska;Kansas, Oklahoma,
'Texas, Lewiston, Maine, Dover, N.H., and
Middlebury and Winooski, Vt.; (11) dry
resins, in containers, from points in Hud-
son, Essex, and -Union Counties, N.J., to
Burlington and Flemington, N.J.; (12)
chemicals (except in bulk), plastic pellets
or granules and powder, 'and plastic
scrap, (a) between points in Bergen,
Essex, Middlesex, and Union Counties,
N.J.,-on the one hand, and on the other,
points- in that part of Pennsylvania, on
and east of a line beginning at the
Pennsylvania-M aryland State line and
extending along uninumbered highway
(formerly portion U.S. Highway 111)
through ShIewsbury and Jacobus, Pa., to
junction Interstate Highway 83. "hence
along Interstate Highway. 83 through
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York. Pa.; to junction unnumbered high-
way (formerly portion 'U.S. Highway
111). thence along unnumbered highway
to junction Pennsylvania Highway 295.
.thence along Pennsylvania Highway 295
through Zons View and Strinestown, Pa-.
to junctlori Interstate Highway 83.

Thence along Interstate Highway 83
through Lemoyne, Pa., to junction n-
numbered highway (formerly portion
U.S. Highway 111), thence along un-
numbered highway to junction US.
Highway 15, near Harrisburg, Pa., and
thence along U.S. Highway 15 to the
Pennsylvania-New York State line; and
(b) b~tween points in Bergen. Essex.
Hunterdon, Middlesex, and Union Coun-
ties, N.J., on the one hand, and, on the
other, points in Connecticut, Massa-
chusetts, New York, and Rhode Island;
(13) plastic film and sheeting, from
Nixon, N.J., to points in Massachusetts,
Rhode Island, Connecticut, New York,
New Jersey, Perm Ylvania. Deware.
Maryland, Virgitia, West Virginial Ohio,
and the District of Columbia; (14) chem-
icals in containers and -lastic sheeting.
from the destination territory described
in (13) above, to Nixon, N.J.; (15) plas-
tic Ifilm, plastic sheeting, and plastic
doors and partitions, Between Nixon,
N.J., Newton Upper Falls. Mass., and
Arlington Heights, IIl.; (16) plastic fil n
and sheeting, from Nixon, N.J., to points
in New Hampshire, Ohio, fllinoLs, Indl-
ana. Michigan, Iowa. Minnesota, Mis-
souri, Wisconsin, Kansas, Oklahoma,
Georgia, North Carolina, South Caro-
lina, Texas, Nebraska, Louisiana, Ala-
bama, Florida, Tennessee, and Kentucky;
(17) materials and supplies used In the
manufacture and sale of plastic film and
sheeting (except in bulk), from the des-
tination, territory described In (16)
above, to Nixon, N.J.; (18) chemicals,
naval stores, and tall oil products, (ex-
cept in bulk), from Bay Minette, Ala..
and Pensacola and Telogla, Fla., to
points in Maryland, Delaware, Pennsyl-
vania, New Jersey, New York. Connecti-
cut, Massachusetts, Rhode Island.
Maine, Vermont, and New Hampshire.

(19) Materials, supplies, and equip-
ment (except in bulk), used in the manu-
facture, sale, and distribution of cheml-
cals, naval stores, and tall oil products,
from points in Maryland, Delaware,
Pennsylvania, New Jersey, New York,
Connecticut,' Massachusetts, Rhode
Island, Maine, Vermont, and New Hamp-
shie, to Bay Minette, Ala., and Pensa-
cola and Telogia, FIa.; (20) chemicals,
naval stores, and tall oil products (ex-
cept commodities in bulk). from Flem-
ington, N.J., to points In Connecticut.
Delaware, Maine, Maryland, Massachu-

etts, New Hampshire, New Jersey, New
York, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island. and
Vermont; (21) chemicals, and plastic
materials and products (except commodi-
ties in bulk) from Fords, Garfield, Eliza-
beth, East Rutherford, Rockaway, Carl-
stadt, Bellevile, Paterson, Moonachie,
Piscataway and Linden, N.J., and New
.York. N.Y., to points In Indiana, Michl-
gan, Ohio, Illinois, Missouri, Minnesota,
Wisconsin, KentuckY, Iowa, and Kansas;
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(22) mater[as, supplies and equipment
utilized in the manufacture, sale and dis-
tributlon of chemicals and plastic ma-
terlals and products (except commodi-
ties in bulk) from points in the destina-
tion states named in (21) above, to the
above-described origins; (23) chemicals,
paints, and varnish driers, in contain-
ers, (a) between Bishop, Dallas, and
Houston, Tex., on the one hand, and, on
the other, points in Orange and Los
Angeles Counties, Calif.; and (b) from
points in Los Angeles and Orange Coun-
ties, Calif., to points in Arizona, Mon-
tana, Washington, Oregon, Idaho, and
California; (24) coal tar dyes and dye-
stuffs (except in bulk), from Lobeco,
S.C., to Reading, Pa., and Paterson, N.J.;
(25) material and' supplies used in the
manufacture of coal tar dyes and dye-
stuffs (except commodities in bulk), from
Reading, Pa. and Paterson, N.J. to Lo-
beco, S.C.

(26) chemicals (except in bulk), from
Reading, Pa., and Paterson and Belle-
ville, NJ., to Dalton, Ga., High Point.
N.C.. Nashville, Tenn, Atlanta, Ga., and
Charlotte, N.C.; (27) material and sup-
plies used In the manufacture of chem-
icals, (except commodities in bulk), from
Dalton, Ga., High Point, N.C., Nashville,
Tenn., Atlanta, Ga., and Charlotte, N.C.
to Reading, Pa. and Paterson and Belle-
ville, N.J.; (28) ground limestone, in
bulk, from Florence and Chester, Vt., to
Burlington, N.J.; (29) limestone, in bags,
and in tank or hopper-type vehicles, from
Texas, Md., to Burlington and Fleming-
ton. N.J.; and (30) ground clay, in bulk,
from Gordon and Sandersvllle, to Bur-
lingon, N.J. All of the above authority
is restricted to traffic originating at or
destined to facilities of Tenneco Chemi-
cals, Inc.

Xorr.-Appllcant holds contract carrier
authoritr In MC 87720 and Subs thereunder.
therefore dual operations may be involved. 3f
a hearing Is deemed necemary, the applicant
requezt3 it be held at Flenington. or Tren-
ton. N.J.

No. MC 135684 (Sub-No. 27) filed Oc-
tober 19,1976. Applicant: BASS TRANS-
PORTATION CO., INC, Old Croton
Road, P.O. Box 391, Flemington, N.J.
08822. Applicant's representative: Her-
bert A. Dubin, 1819 H Street, N.W., Suite
1030. Washington, D.C. 20006. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle over irregular routes,
transporting: Confectioneries, (except
in bulk). from the facilities of E. J.
Brach & Sons, division of American Home
Products Corporation, located at or near
Chicago, Ill., to points in Wayne, Oak-
land, Macomb, Washtenaw, Monroe and
St. Clair Counties, Mich. and points in
Pennsylvania, North Carolina, South
Carolina, Virginia, Maryland, Florida
and the District of Columbia.

Novr-Applicant holds contract carrier au-
thority In- MC 87720 and subs thereunder,
therefore dual operations may be involved.
Common control may also be Involved. if a
hearing Is deemed necessary, the applicant
requesta It be held at Washington, D.C.

No. MC 136342 (Sub-No. 10) filed Oc-
tober 26, 1976. Applicant: JACKSON
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AND JOHNSON, INC., P.O. Box 327,
Savannah, N.Y. 13146. Applicant's rep-
resentative: S. Michael Richards, 44
North Avenue, P.O. Box 225, Webster,
N.Y. 14580. Authority sought to operate
as a contract carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting:
Foodstuffs (except frozen foods and com-
modities in bulk), from Hamlin, Holley,
and Williamson, N.Y. and Aspers, Pa., to
points in Delaware, Maryland, New Jer-
sey, New York, and Pennsylvania, under
a continuing contract, or contracts, with
Duffy-Mott Company, Inc.

NorTE-Applicant holds common carrier au-
thority in No. MC 134197 and subs there-
under, therefore dual operations may be
involved. If a hearing is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests It be held at either
New York City or Buffalo, N.Y. -

No. MC 136786 (Sub-No. 104) filed Oc-
tober 22, 1976. Applicant: ROBCO
TRANSPORTATION, INC., 30915th Ave-
tnue Northwest, New Brighton, Minn.
55112. Applicant's representative: Stan-
ley C. Olsen,.Jr., 7525 Mitchell Road,
Eden Prairie, Minn. 55343. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transpbrting: New furniture, from Law-
renceville and Rome, Ga., to points in
Iowa, Kansas, Minnesota, Missouri, Ne-
braska, North Dakota, Oklahoma and
South Dakota.

Non.--If a hearing is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests it be held at Min-
neapolis, Minn.

No. MC 136786 (Sub-No. 105) filed Oc-
tober 26, 1976. Applicant: ROBCO
TRANSPORTATION, INC., 309 5th Ave-
nue Northwest, New Brighton, Milnn.
55112. Applicant's representative: Stan-
ley C. Olsen, Jr., 7525 Mitchell Road,
Eden Prairie, Minn. 55343. Authority
sought to Qperate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: New furniture, from Port-
land, Oreg., to points in Illinois, Iowa,
Kansas, Minnesota, Missouri, Nebraska,
North Dakota,, Oklahoma, South Dakota
and Wisconsin.

Nor.-If a hearing is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests it be held at Min-
neapolis, Minn,

No. MC 136881 (Sub-No. 2) filed Oc-
tober 26, 1976. Applicant: GARRITY
TRUCKING, INC., 314 Mill Street, Fort-
ville, Ind. 46040. Applicant's representa-
tive: Walter F. Jones, Jr., 601 Chamber
of Commerce Building, Indianapolis,
Ind. 46204. Authority sought to operate
as a contract carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting:
Lumber, Vlywood, wood and pastic prod-
ucts, between the plant or warehouse site
of Ha-Marque Reserve Warehouse, Inc.,
located in Indianapolis, Ind., on the one
hand, and, on the other, points in Ala-
bama, Illinois, Kentucky, Michigan,
Ohio and Wisconsin, under a continuing
contract, or contracts, with.Ha-Marque
Reserve Warehouse, Inc., located-in In-
dianapolis, Ind.

No.--f-a hearing'is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests it be held at either
Indianapolis, Ind. or Chicago, III.

.NOTICES

No. MC 136848 (Sub-No. 11) filed Oc-
tober 4,1976. Applicant: JAMES BRUCE
LEE AND STANLEY LEE, a partnership,
doing business as LEE CONTRACT
CARRIERS, P.O. Box 48, Old Route 66,
Pontiac, I1. 61764. Applicant's repre-
sentative: Edward F. Stanula, 837 East
162nd St., South Holland, Ill. 60473. Au-
thority sought to operate as a contract
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: (1) Magazines,
magazine parts, printed paper and
printed inserts, (a) fromPontiac, Ill., to
Milwaukee, New Berlin and Waukesha,
Wis.; New York, N.Y.;, Fairview, Vine-
land and Trenton, N.J.; Bridgeport, New
Britain, North Haven, and Bristol, Conn.;
Indianapolis, Ind.; Des Moines, Mere-
dith and Mt. Pleasant, Iowa; Dayton,
Ohio; Waseco, Minn.; Hialeah, Fla.; La-
vonia, Mich.; and Effingham, Chicago,
Bloomington, Carbondale and Centralia,
Ill.; and (b) from Bristol, Conn., to Pon-
tiac, Crystal Lake, Effingham, Blooming-
ton and Chicago, ll.; and (2) printing
paper (other than newsprint or car-
bonized) not printed or imprinted, in
rolls or sheets, (a) from Niagara Falls
and Corinth, N.Y.; Luke, Md,; Millinoc-
ket, Maine; Catawba, S.C.; and Biron,
Wis., to Pontiac, Ill. and Bristol, Conn.;
and (b) between Pontiac, Ill. and Bris-
tol, Conn., under a continuing contract,
or contracts, with City National Printing
Co. located at Pontiac, 3l.,

NoTr.-If a hearing is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests it be held at Chicago.
ni.

No. MC 138157 (Sub-No. 30) filed Oc-
tober 18, 1976. Applicant: SOUTHWEST
EQUIPMENT RENTAL, INC., doing
business as SOUTHWEST MOTOR
FREIGHT, 2931 South Market Street,
Chattanooga, Tenn. 37140. Applicant's
representative: Patrick E. Quinn, P.O.
Box 82028, Lincoln, Nebr. 68501. Author-
ity sought to operate as a common car-
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Frozen cookie and
brownie dough, in vehicles equipped with
mechanical refrigeration, , from the
plantsites and storage facilities utilized
by The Original Cookie Company, Inc.
located at or. near Los Angeles, Calif., to
points in the United States (except
Alaska and Hawaii).

NoTE-Applicant holds contract 'carrier
authority in MO 134150 and subs there-
under, therefore dual operations may be in-
volved. Common control may be involved.
If a hearing is deemed necessary, the appli-
cant requests it be held at Los Angeles,
Calif.

No. MC 138202 (Sub-No. 3) filed Oc-
tober 20, 1976. Applicant: T. RAFFAELE
TRUCKING CORP., 1535A Kennelworth
Place, Bronx, N.Y. 10465. Applicant's
representative: Roy A. Jacobs, 550 Ma-
maroneck Avenue, Harrison, N.Y. 10528.
Authority sought" to operate as a. con-
tract carrier, by motor vehicle, over Ir-
regularroutes, transporting: Sportingan
camping equipment, between the facili-
ties of Academy Broadway, located at
Smithtown, N.Y., on the one hand, and,
on the other, points in that part .of the
New York, N.Y. Commercial Zone, as de-

fined in Commercial Zones and Terminal
Areas, 53 M.C.C. 451, within which local
operations may be conducted pursuant
to the partial exemption of Section 203
(b) (8) of the Interstate Commerce Act
(the I 'exempt" zone), under a continu-
ing contract with Academy Broadway,
'Smithtown, N.Y.

NoT.-If a hearing is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests It be held at New
York, N.Y.-

No. MC 138420 (Sub-No. 14) filed
October 26, 1976. Applicant: CHIZEK
ELEVATOR & TRANSPORT, INC., P.O.
Box 147, Cleveland, Wis. 53015. Appli-
cant's representative: Wayne W. Wilson,
P.O. Box 8004, 329 West Wilson Street,
Madison, Wis. 53708. Authority sought
to operateas a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Malt beverages and related advertis-
ing equipment, premiums, materials, and
supplies when shipped therewith, (1)
from Monroe, Wis., to polntoin Arkansas,
Illinois (except Collinsville, Springfield
and Belleville), Indiana, Iowa, Kansas,
Kentucky, Michigan, Minnesota, Ohio,
Pennsylvania and Tennessee; and (2)
from Chicago, Ill., to points In Arkansas,
Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Kentucky, Michi-
gan, Minnesota, Missouri, Ohio, Penn-
sylvania and Tennessee.
NoT ,-If a hearing Is deemed necessary,

the applicant requests It be held at either
Madison or Milwaukee, Wis.

No. MC 138469 (Sub-No. 31) filed
October 22, 1976. Applicant: DONCO
CARRIERS, INC., 641 North Meridian,
P.O. Box 75354, Oklahoma City, Olka.
73107. Applicant's representative: Jack
H. Blanshan, 205 West Touhy Avenue,
Suite 20, Park Ridge, Ill. 60068. Author-
ity sought to operate as a common car-
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Kitchen cabinets,
from the facilities of Triangle Pacific
Cabinet Corporation, located at Auburn,
Nebr., to points in Arizona, Arkansas,
California, Colorado, Idaho, Louisiana,
Minnesota, Montana, New Mexico, Ne-
vada, Oklahoma, Oregon, South Dakota,
Texas, Utah, Washington, Wisconsin and
Wyoming, restricted'to the movement of
traffic originating at the above named
origin and destined to the above named
destinations.

NOr.--Appllcant states that the purpose
of this application is to convert Its Permit
In MC 136375 (Sub-No. 2) to a Certificate of
Public Convenience and Necessity. Applicant
holds contract carrier authority in MC 136370
and subs thereunder; therefore dual opera-
tions Inay be involved. If a hearing Is deemed
necessary, the applicant requests it bo hold
at either New York, N.Y. or Washington, D.C.

No. MC 138471 (Sub-No. 7) filed Octo-
ber 15, 1976. Applicant: DANIEL J.
LEONARD, doing business as LEONARD
TRUCKING, 1605 Westslde Highway,
Kelso, Wash. 98626. Applicant's repre-
sentative: David C. White, 2400 S.W.
Fourth Avenue, Portland, Oreg. 97201.
Authority sought to operate as a com-
mon carrier, by motor vehicle, over Ir-
regular routes, transporting: Wine and
mat beverages (except in bulk), from
points in Califoimla, to points In Wash-
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ington in and west of Whatcom, Skagit,
Snohomish, King, Pierce, Lewis, Ska-
mania and Klickitat Counties.

NoT.-If a heating Is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests it be held at Olympia,
Wash. before Joint Board No. 5.

No. MC 138869 (Sub-No. 8) filed Octo-
ber 15, 1976. Applicant: W. T. MLES
TRANSPORTATION CO., a Corporation,
P.O. Box 321, 4481 Moreland Ave, Con-
ley, Ga. 30027. Applicant's representa-
tive: Archie B. Culbreth, Suite 246, 1252
West Peachtree St., N.W., Atlanta, Ga.
30309. Authority sought to operate as a
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over

- irregular routes, transporting: Fiberglass
bathtubs, tub:showers and shower stalls,
(1) from Middlebury, Ind., to points in
Alabama, Arkansas, Florida, Georgia,
Illinois, Iowa, Kansas, Kentucky, Louisi-
ana, Michigan, Minnesota, Mississippi,
Missouri, Nebraska, North Carolina,
Ohio, Oklahoma, South Carolina, Ten-
nessee, Texas, Virginia, West Virginia,
and Wisconsin; and (2) from Parkers-
burg, Pa., to points in Alabama, Connec-
ticut, Delawkre, Florida, Georgia, Ken-
tucky, Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts,
Mississippl, New Hampshire, New Jersey,
New York, North Carolina, Ohio, Rhode
Island, South Carolina; Tennessee, Ver-
mont, Virginia, West Virginia, and the
District-of Columbia, under contract with
Crane Co.

Nor.--Applicaht holds common carrier
authority inSC 140563 and subs thereunder,
therefore dual operations may be involved.
If a hearing'is deemed necessary, applicant
requests it be held at Atlanta, Ga. or Wash-
ington, D.C.

No. MC 139193 (Sub-No. 46), filed
October 19, 1976. Applicant: ROBERTS
& OAKE, INC., P.O. Box 1356, Sioux
Falls, S. Dak. 57101. Applicant's repre-
sentative: Jacob P. Billig, 2033 K Street,
N.W, Washington, D.C. 20006. Authority
sought to operate as a contract carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Such merchandise as is
, used or dealt in by wholesale, retail, and
chain grocery and food business houses,
between the plant sites, warehouses and
storage facilities of Lever Brothers Com-
pany, located at Chicago, Ill., on the
one hand, and, on the other, Arlington
and Houston, Tex.; Denver, Colo.; Los
Angeles, Calif.; Richmond, Va.; Port-
land, Oreg.; Baltimore, Md.; Edgewater,
N.J.; Blue Ash, Ohio; Jacksonville. Fla.;
New Orleans, La.; St. Paul, Minn.; Tay-
lor; Mich.; Saylesville, RI.; Atlanta, Ga.;
St. Louis, Mo. and Syracuse, N.Y.; under
a continuing contract-with Lever Broth-
ers Company.

Nor.-f a hearing is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests it be held at either
Washington, D.C. or Chicago, Ill.

No. MC 139193 (Sub-No. 47), filed Oc-
tober 20, 1976. Applicant: ROBERTS &
OAXE, INC., P.O. Box- 1356, 527 East
52nd Street, North Sioux Falls, S. Dak.
57101. Applicant's representative: Jacob
P. Bilig, 2033 K Street, NW., Washing-
ton, D.C. 20006. Authority sought to op-
erate as a contract carrier, by motor ve-
hicle, over irregular routes, transporting:

(1) Meats, meat* products, meat by-
products and articles distributed by meat
packinghouses as described in Sections A
and C of Appendix I to the report In
Descriptions in Motor Carrier Certif-
icates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and '66 (except
liquid commodities in bulk,-in tank vehi-
cles), from Sioux City and Estherville,
Iowa, to points in Connecticut, Delaware,
Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts, Mich-
igan, New Hampshire, New Jersey, New
York, Ohio, Pensylvania, Rhode Island,
Vermont, Virginia,, West Virginia, and
the District of Columbia; and (2) such
commodities as are used by meat packers
in the conduct of their business, from
points in Connecticut, Delaware, Maine,
Maryland, Massachusetts, Michigan,
New Hampshire, New Jersey, New York,
Ohio, Pensylvanla, Rhode Island, Ver-
mont, Virginia, West Virginia, and the
District of Columbia to Sioux City and
Estherville, Iowa, restricted to trafic
transported under a continuing contract
or contracts with John Morrell & Co.

No.-If a hearing Is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests it be held at either
%Vashington, D.C. or Chictigo, Ill.

No. MC 139193 (Sub-No. 48) filed
October 27, 1976. Applicant: ROBERTS
& OAKE, INC., 208 South LaSalle St.,
Chicago, Ill. 60604. Applicant's repre-
sentative: Jacob P. Bllig, 2033 X St.,
N.W., Washington, D.C. 20006. Authority
sought to operate as a contract carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: (1) Meat, meat products,
meat by-products and articles distrib-
uted by meat packlnghouses. as de-
scribed in Sections A and C of Appendix
I to the report In Descriptions in Motor
Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and
766 (except liquid commodities in bulk,
in tank vehicles), from St. Paul, Minn.,
to points In Conecticut, Delaware, Maine,
Maryland, Massachusetts, Michigan, New
Hampshire, New Jersey, New York, Ohio,
Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, Vermont,
Virginia, West Virginia, and the District
of Columbia; itnd (2) suck commodities
as are used by meat packers in the con-
duct of their business, from points in
Connecticut, Delaware, Maine, Mary-
land, Massachusetts, Michigan, New
Hampshire, New Jersey, New York, Ohio,
Pennslyvanla, Rhode Island, Vermont,
Virginia, West Virginia, and the District
of Columbia, to St. Paul, Minn., under a
continuing contract, or contracts, with
John Mvorrell & Co.

NoE.--If a hearing is deemed necessry,
the applicant requests It be held at either
Washington, D.C. or Chicago, Ill.

No. MC 139850 (Sub-No. 6), filed
October 18, 1976. Applicant: FOUR
STAR TRANSPORTATION, INC., 301-
12 Park Building, Council Bluffs, Iowa
51501. Applicant's representative: Leon-
ard Wilkins, Box 66, Underwood, Iowa
51576. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Meat,
meat products, meat'by-products, and
articles distributed by meat packing-
houses, as described in Sections A and C
of Appendix I to the report in Descrip-
tions in Motor Carrier Certificates, 61

M%.C.C. 209 and 766 (except hides and
commodities in bulk, in: tank trailers),
from the plantsltes and storage facilities
owned or utilized by Flavorland Indus-
tries, Inc., located at or near Sioux City,
Iowa, to points in California, Connecti-
cut, Delaware, Maine, Maryland, Massa-
chusetts, New Hampshire,'New Jersey,
New York, Ohio, Pennsylvania, Rhode
Island, Vermont, and the District of
Columbia.

NoTE.-If a hearing I- deemed necessary,
the applicant requests it be held at either
Omaha, Nebr. or Xansas City, Mo.

No. MC 140389 (Sub-No. 10), filed
October 14, 1976. Applicant: OSBORN
TRANSPORTATION, INC, P.O. Box
1830, Highway 77 North,'Gadsden, Ala.
35902. Applicant's representative:
Jerome P. Marks .(same address as ap-
plicant). Authority sought to operate as
a common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Food-
stuffs from Clearfield Preeport Center
located at or near Clearfield, Utah, to
points in Alabama, Florida, Georgia,
North Carolina, South Carolina and
Tennessee.

Nof.-Common control may be involved.
If a hearing is deemed necessary,he appli-
cant requestU It be held at either Bolse,
Idaho, Salt Lake City, Utah or Washington,
D.C.

,No. MC 141033 (Sub-No. 17),, med Oc-
tober 22,- 1976. Applicant: CONTI-
NENTAL CONTRACT CARRIER CORP.,
15045 E. Salt Lake Ave, P.O. Box 1257,
City of Industry, Calif. 91749. Applicants
representative, R. A. Peterson, P.O. Box
81849, Lincoln, Nebr. 68501. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier.
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Lawn tools, garder tools,
striking tools and snow toos. from Park-
ersburg, W. Va., to points in the United,
States on and west of the Mississippi
River (except Alaska and Hawaii). Ap-
plicant holds contract carrier authority
in MC 124796 and subs thereunder, there-
fore dual operations may be involved.
Common control may also be involved.
If a hearing is deemed necessary, the
applicant requests it be held at Wash-
ington, D.C.

No. MC 141138 (Sub-No. 4), filed Octo-
ber 7,1976. Applicant: STEVE SCHRANZ
TRUCKING, INC., 350 Honeysuckle
Lane, Beleville, Ill. 62221. Applicant's
representative: John L. Schranz (same
address as applicant).'Authority sought
to operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes,-transport-
ng: Animal and poultry feed and feed
ingredients, in bulk, (1) from East St.
Louis, Ill., to Memphis, Tenn.; and (2)
from Memphis, Tenn., to points in Mis-
souri and Illinois.

Nor.-If a hearing is deemed necessary,
applicant requests It be held at St. Louis, Mo.,
or Merqphls, Tenn.

No. MC 141641 (Sub-No. 3), filed Octo-
ber 26, 1976. Applicant: WIEON CER-
TIFIED EXPRESS, INC., P.O. Box 717,
Marshall, Mo. 65340. Applicant's repre-
sentative: Donald L. Stern, Univac
Building, Suite 530, Omaha, Nebr:68106.
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Authority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Such commodities
as are dealt In by retail department
stores, from points in Connecticut, Dela-
ware, Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts,
New Hampshire, New Jersey, New York,
Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, Vermont,
Virginia, and West Virginia, to points In
Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kentucky, Mich-
igan, Minnesota, Missouri, Ohio, and
Wisconsin.

No.---Applicant holds contract carrier au-
thority In No. MC-136168 and subs there-
under, therefore dual operations may be in-
volved. Common control may also be in-
volved. If a hearing Is deemed necessary, the
applicant requests it be held at Boston, Mass.

No. MC 141652 (Sub-No. 7), filed Octo-
ber 29,1976. Applicant: ZIP TRUCKING,
INC., P.O. Box 5717, Jackson, Miss. 39208.
Applicant's representative: K. Edward
Wolcott, 1600 First Federal Bldg., At-
lanta, Ga. 30303. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Synthetic rubber-liquid, synthetic
rubber-crude, plasticizers, and sn-
thetic rubber-resins, from Moss Point,
Miss., to points in Arizona, California,
Texas and Utah.

I Nor.z-Appllcant holds contract carrier au-
thority In No. MC 138807 and subs there-
under, therefore dual operations may be in-
volved. If a hearing is deemed necessary, the
applicant requests It be held at either New
York City, N.Y. or Washington, D.C.

No. MC- 141655 (Sub-No. 4), filed Oc-
tober 13, 1976. Applicant: TRANS-PHOS,
INC., 410 Ware Avenue, Suite 713, Tam-
pa, Fla. 33619. Applicant's representa-
tive: Norman J. Bolinger, 1729 Gulf Life
Tower, Jacksonville, la. 32207. Author-
ity sought to operate as a common car-
rier, by motor vehicle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Waste lime paste, In
bulk, In dump vehicles, from points In
Alabama, Georgia, North Carolina and
South Carolina, to points in Polk Coun-
ty, Fla.

7OTE.-f a hearing is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests it be held at either
Tampa or Jacksonville, Fla.

No. MC 141807 (Sub-No. 3), filed Oc-
tober 27, 1976. Applicant: BIG SKY EX-
PRESS, INC., 501 Main, Miles City,
Mont. 59301. Applicant's representative:
H. D. Buelow (same address as appli-
cant). Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
regular routes, transporting: General
commodities (except those of unusual
value, Classes A and B explosives, house-
hold goods as defined by the Commission,
commodities in bulk, and those requiring
special equipment), Between Miles City
and Baker, Mont., serving all intermedi-
ate points, and the off-route point of Is-
may, Mont.: From Miles City over U.S.
Highway 12 to Baker.

Noin.-Applicant holds contract carrier au-
thority in MO 107441, therefore dual opera-
tions may be involved. If a hearing is deemed
neccesary, the applicant does not specify a
location.

NOTICES

No. MC 142045 (Sub-No. 1), filed Oc-
tober 18, 1976. Applicant: McNEIL
TRANSPORT LIMIED, 147 North Au-
gusta Road, Brockvlle, Ontario Canada
K6V 2YI. Applicant's representative:
Herbert M. Canter, 305 Montgomery
Street, Syracuse, N.Y. '13202. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor.vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: General commodities (ex-
cept those of unusual value, Classes A
and B explosives, household goods as de-
fined by the Commission, commodities in
bulk, and those requiring special equip-
ment), between Ogdensburg, N.Y., on the
one hand, and, on the- other, the port of
entry on the International Boundary line
between the United States and Canada,
located at or near Ogdensburg, N.Y., re-
stricted to the transportation of tramc
moving in foreign commerce.

Nr-EIf a hearing Is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests it be held at either
Syracuse or Buffalo,.N.Y.

No. MC 142102 (Sub-No. 2), filed Oc-
tober 26, 1976. Applicant: JOHN ROSS,
doing business as JOHN ROSS TRUCK-
ING, 1050 N.W. 125th Street, Miami, Fla.
33168. Applicant's representative: John
P. Bond, 2766 Douglas Road, Miami, Fla.
33133. Authority sought to operate as a
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: (1)
Crated. and uncrated new furniture, from
Miami, Fla., to points in Georgia, North
Carolina, South Carolina, and Virginia;
and (2) Crated and uncrated furniture
components, and furniture raw materials,
from Guntown and New' Albany, Miss.,
Memphis, Tenn., and points in North
Carolina and South Carolina, to Miami,
Fla., under a continuing contract or con-
tracts, in (1) nad (2) above with Mel-
ville, Inc.

No'r.- I a-hearing Is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests It be held at either
Mi1ami, Fla. or Atlanta, Ga.

No. MC 142102 (Sub-No, 3), filed Octo-
ber 26, 1976. Applicant: JOHN ROSS,
doing business as JOHN ROSS TRUCK-
ING, 1050 N.W. 125th Street, Miami, Fla.
33168. Applicant's representative: John
P. Bond, 2766 Douglas Road, Miami, Fla.
33133. Authority sought to operate as a
contract carrier, by-motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Furniture
upholstery fabric, wood furniture frames,
polystyrene beads; and articles used or
useful in the manufacture of furniture,
(1) from Westhaven, Conn., Fall River,
Lawrence, Randolph and Amesburry,
Mass., New Brunswick and Finderne,
N.J., and Hickory, N.C., to Miami, Fla.;
and (2) from Miami, Fla., to Randolph,
Mass., under a continuing contract, or
contracts in (1) and (2) above with Mel-
ville, Inc.

NoTE-If a hearing Is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests it be held at either
Miaml, Fla. or Atlanta, Ga.

No. MC 142210 (Sub-No. 1), filed Octo-
ber 7,1976. Applicant: JOHN N. SCOTT,
doing business as SCOTT'S MOTOR
LINE, 1928 S. Institute, Colorado Springs,
Colo. 80906. Applicalit's representative:

John N. Scott (same address as appli-
cant). Authority sought to operate as a
contract carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: Such
products as are dealt In by wholesale
grocery and food business houses, and
restaurants, including flour, coffee, short-
ening, sugar, jellied fillings and other
grocery products (except commodities in
bulk or in tank vehicles), between Colo-
rado Springs, Colo., Albuquerque, ilm-
ington, and Santa Fe, N. Mex., and El
Paso, Tex.

Nor.-If a hearing Is demcd neceszary,
the applicant requests It be held at either
Colorado Springs or Denver, Cole,

No. MC 142239 (Sub-No. 3), filed Oc-
tober 26, 1976. Applicant: WASHING-
TON TRANSPORTATION CO., A Cor-
poration, 1717 North 70th Avenue,
Omaha, Nebr. 68104. Applicant's repre-
sentative: Edward A. O'Donnell, 1004
29th Street, Sioux City, Iowa 51104. Au-
thority sought to operate as a contract
.carrier, by motor vehicle, over Irregular
routes, transporting: Meat, meat prod-
ucts, meat by-products, and articles
distributed by meat packinghouses as
described in Sections A and C of Appen-
dix I to the report in Descriptions in
Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 MC.C. 200
and 766 (except commodities In bulk and
hides), (1) from Sioux City, Iowa, to
points in Illinois and Indiana; and (2)
from Sioux City, Iowa and Omaha, Nebr.,
to points in Connecticut, Delaware,
Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts, Michi-
gan, New Hampshire, New Jersey, New
York, North Carolina, Ohio, Pennsyl-
vania, Rhode Island, Tennessee, Ver-
mont, Virginia, West Virginia and the
District of Columbia, under a continuing
contract, or contracts, In (1) and (2)
above with Flavorland Industries, Inc,

NoTE.-If a hearing is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests it be beld at either
Omaha, Nebr. or Sioux City, Iowa.

No. MC 142287 (Sub-No. 2), filed
October 21, 1976. Applicant: TOM
YOUNKIN, NC., 821 Sandusky Street,
Ashland, Ohio 44805. Applicant's repro-
sentative: Tom Younkin (same address
as applicant). Authority sought to oper-
ate as a contract carrier, by motor vehi-
cle, over Irregular routes, transporting:
Liquid latex, and liquid plastic, (excepb
in bulk, in tank vehicles), between Ash-
land, Ohio, on the one hand, and, on the
other, points in Alabama, Arkansas, Con-
necticut, Delaware, Florida, Georgia,
Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Ken-
tucky, Maryland, Massachusetts, Michi-
gan (Lower Peninsula), Mississippi, Mis-
souri, Nebraska, New Jersey, New York,
North Carolina, Pennsylvania, Rhode
Island, South Carolina, Tennessee, Vir-
ginia, West Virginia and Wisconsin,
under a continuing contract with Gen-
eral Latex and Chemical Corporation of
Ohio.

Noi.-If a hearing In deemed necezsary,
the applicant requests it be helt at Athland
or Cleveland, Ohio.

No. MC 142340 (Sub-No. 2), filed Oc-
tober 13, 1976. Applicant: HERBERT .

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL 41, NO. 224--THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 18, 1976



NOTICES

CLARK, JR., INC., R.D. 2,Box 357D,
Selkirk, N.Y. 12158. Applicant's repre-
sentative: Neil D. Breslin, 99 Washing-
ton. Avenue, -Suite 1111, Albany, N.Y.
12210. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: (1) Scrap
metal from Green Island, N.Y., to Rhode
Island; and the port of entry on the
international boundary line between the
United States and Canada located at
Niagara Falls, N.Y.; Fairless Hills, Pa.,
Massachusetts; New Jersey; Connecticut,
Vermont; Maine, and New Hampshire;
(2) Scrap metal in dump vehicles, from
Albany, N.Y., to New Jersey; Connecti-
cut; Massachusetts; Rhode Island; and
the port of entry on the international
boundary line between the United States
and Canada located at Niagara Falls,
N.Y.; (3) Scrap'metal, in dump vehicles,
from Colonie (Albany County), N.Y., to
New Jersey; Connecticut; Massachu-
setts; Rhode Island, and the port of entry
on the international boundary line be-
tween the United States and Canada
located at Niagara Falls, N.Y., and; (4)
Scrap metal. in dump vehicles, from New
Jersey to Albany County, N.Y.

Nors.-If a hearing is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests it be held at Albany,
N.Y.

No. MC 142350 (Sub-No. 2), filed Sep-
tember 23, 1976. Applicant: MALT
TRANSPORT, INC., 58 Rogers Avenue,
West Springfield, Mass. 01089. Appli-
cant's representative: William P. Sulli-
van, Suite 1030, 1819 H Street, N.W.,
Washington, D.C. 20006. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: () Malt beverages and
related advertising materials, from
South Volney, N.Y., to points in Connect-
icut, Maine, Massachusetts, New Hamp-
shire, Rhode Island, and Vermont; and
(2) returned empty malt beverage con-
tainers, from points in Connecticut,
Maine, Massachusetts, New Hampshire,
Rhode Island and Vermont, to South
Volney, N.Y.

NoTE.-If a hearing is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests it be held at either
Washington, D.C. or Springfield, Mass.

'No. MC 142447 (Sub-No. 1), filed Sep-
tember 27, 1976. Applicant: LOUISI-
ANA-PACIFIC TRUCKING COMPANY,
100 Interstate 45, N, Conroe, Tex. 75633.
Applicant's representative: Jack L. Coke,
4555 First National Bank Building, Dal-
las, Tex. 75202. Authority sought to op-
erate as a contract carrier, by motor ve-
hicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: Wood chips and sawdust, wood
shavings and bark, in bulk (a) from the
plantsite and storage facilities of Lou-
isiana Pacific Corporation located at or
near Carthage, Tex., to the blantsite and
storage facilities of International Paper
Corporation located at or nearfSpring-
nill, La.; and (b) from the plantsite and
storage facilities of Louisiana Pacific
Corporation located at or fiear Jasper,
Tex., to the plantsite and storage facili-
ties of Boise Southern Corporation lo-
cated at or near DeRidder, La., under a

continuing contract or contracts with
Louisiana-Pacific Corporation.

No ;.-It a hearing Is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests that It be held at Dal-
las, Tex.

No. MC 142471 (Sub-No. 2), filed Oc-
tober 18, 1976. Applicant: SNOOZIE
SHAVINGS, INC., 1033 Chetco Ave.,
P.O. Box 643, Brookings, Oreg. 97415. Ap-
plicant's representative: Frank E. Lar-
wood, 8050 SE. 13th Avenue, Portland,
Oreg. 97202. Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting:
Wood chips, sawdust and shavings, in
bulk, between points in Coos, Curry and
Josephine Counties, Oreg., on the one
hand, and, on the other, points in Rum-
boldt and Des Norte Counties, Calif.

NoTr.-If a hearing is deemed necensry,
applicant requests It be held at Crescent
City, Calif.; Coos Bay or Portland, Oreg.; or
San Francisco, Calif.

No. MC 142508 (Sub-No. 1), filed Oc-
tober 29, 1976. Applicant: NATIONAL
TRANSPORTATION, INC., 14031 L
Street, Omaha, Nebr. 68137. Applicant's
representative: Joseph Winter, 33 North
LaSalie, Suite 2108, Chicago,. Il. 60602.
Authority sought to operate as a common
carrier, by motor veldcle, over irregular
routes, transporting: Meats, meat prod-
ucts, meat by-products and articles dis-
tributed by meat packlnghouses as de-
scribed in Sections A and C of Appendix I
to the report in Descriptions in Motor
Carrier Certificates, 61 M.C.C. 209 and
766 (except hides and commoditles in
bulk), from Fort Morgan, Colo., to points
in Connecticut, Delaware, Maine, Mary-
land, Massachusetts, New Hampshire,
New Jersey, New York, Pennsylvania,
Rhode Island, Vermont, Virginia, West
Virginia, and the District of Columbia,
restricted to the transportation of traf-
fic originating at Morgan Colorado Beef,
Inc. and destined to the named destina-
tion points.

NoTE-Applicant holds contract carrier au-
thority in No. MC 134731 and subs thereun-
der, therefore dual operations may be in-
volved. If 6, hearing Is deemed necescary,
the applicant requests It be held at either
Chicago, In. or Omaha, Nebr.

No. MC 142517 (Sub-No. 1), filed
September 29, 1976. Applicant: HOW-
ARD DELIVERY SERVICE, INC., 5-270
General Motors Bldg., Detroit, Mich.
48202. Applicant's representative: Fran-
cis W. Mcnerny, 1000 Sixteenth Street,
NW., Washington, D.C. 20036. Authority
sought to operate as a contract carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Motor vehicle parks, com-
ponents, materials and supplies (except
commodities in bulk), between Boston
and Westwood, Mass., on the one hand,
and, on the other, points in Massachu-
setts, under a continuing contract or
contracts with General Motors Parts
Division, General Motors Corporation.

NoT.-If a hearing Is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests it be held at either
Washington, D.C. or Boston, Mass.

No. MC 142539, filed October 13, 1976.
AAppllcant: B. W. T. TRANSPORT,
INC., 757 River Drive, Passaic, N.J.
07055. Applicant's representative: George
A. Olsen, 69 Tonnele Ave., Jersey City,
N.J. 07306. Authority sought to operate
as a contract carrier, by motor vehicle,
over irregular routes, transporting: Toys;
pool supplies; chemicals; cleaning wash-
ing, scouring compounds (except in
bulk), and materials, equipment, and
supplies, used in the manufacture and
sale 6f theforegoing commodities (ex-
cept in bulk), between the facilities of
Coastal Chemical Co., Division Coastal
Industries, Inc., at Carlstadt, N.J, on
the one hand, and, en the other, points
in Connecticut, Delaware, Indiana,
Maryland, Massachusetts, New Jersey,
New York, Ohio, Pennsylvania, Rhode
Island, Virginia and the District of Col-
umbia, under a continuing contract or
contracts with Coastal Chemical Co., Di-
vision Coastal Industries, Inc., at Carl-
stadt, NJ.

NO r.-If a hearing s deemed necessary,
applicant requests It be held at New York,
N.Y. or Washington. D.C.

No. MC 142565 (Sub-No. 1), filed
October 18, 1976. Applicant: DON RAY
DRIVE-A-WAY COMPANY, INC, 305
N. 13th Street, Decatur, Ind. 46733. Ap-
plicant's representative: Edwin J. Sim-
cox, 601 Chamber of Commerce Build-
ing, Indianapolis, Ind. 46204. Authority
sought to operate as a common carrier,
by motor vehicle, over irregular routes,
transporting: Motor homes, in drive-
away and tow-away service, between
Decatur, and points in Adams County,
Ind., and Quincy, and points in Branch
County, Mich., on the one hand, and, on
the other, points in Alabama, Arizona,
Arkansas, Colorado, Florida, Illinois,
Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Kentucky, Loui-
siana, Michigan, Minnesota, Mississippi,
Missouri, Nebraska, New Mexico, North
Dakota, Ohio, Oklahoma, South Dakota,
Tennessee, Texas, West Virginia, Wis-
consin and Wyoming.

Nom-If a hearing Is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests It be held at either
Indianapolis, Ind, or Chicago, Ill.

No. MC 142570 (Sub-No. 1), filed
October 15, 1976. Applicant: WELIDON
G. WILSON, doing business as Afl-
VANCE MOVING & STORAGE CO., 120
East "D", P.O. Box 202, Altus, Okla.
73521. Applicant's representative:
Weldon G. Wilson (same address as ap-
plicant). Authority sought to operate
as a contract carrier, by motor vehicle,
over Irregular routes, transporting:
Household goods and military baggage
restricted to a pickup and delivery serv-
ice in connection with packing, crating
afid containerization or unpacking, un-
crating and decontainerization of such
shipments, between points in Beaver,
Backham, Custer, Dewey, Ellis, Greer,
Harmon, Jackson, Roger Mills, and
Washita Counties, Okla., and Childress,
Collingsworth, Donley, Gray, HaIL
Hemphill, Lipscomb, Ochiltree, Roberts
and Wheeler Counties, Ten., under a
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continuing contract, or contracts, with
Altus AFB, located in Oklahoma.

NoT.-If a hearing is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests it be held at either
Forth Worth or Amarillo, Tex. or'Oklahoma
City, Okla.

No. MC 14257, filed October 17, 1976.
Applicant: CONRAD L. CATHEY doing
business as CONRAD CATHEY TRUCK-
ING CO., McDonald Drive, P.O. Box 1041,
Many, La. 71449. Applicant's representa-
tive: Conrad L. Cathey (same address as
applicant). Authority sought to operate
as a common carrier, by motor vehicle,
.over irregular routes; transporting: Par-
ticleboard, from Many, La. to points in
Arkansas, Louisiana, Mississippi, Okla-
homa and Texas.

NO'r.-If a hearing is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests it be held at either
Baton Rouge or New Orleans, La. or Houston,
Tex.

PASSENGER APPLICATIONS
No. MC 135572 (Sub-No. 2), filed Octo-

ber 22, 1976. Applicant: PITT LIMO,
INC., P.O. Box 4087, Star City, W. Va.
26505. Applicant's representative: Wil-
liam J. Lavelle, 2310 Grant Building,
Pittsburg, Pa. 15219. Authority sought to
operate as a common carrier, by motor
vehicle, over irregular routes, transport-
Ing: Passengers and their baggage, In
special operations, between the Greater
Pittsburgh International Airport, located
in Moon Township, near Pittsburgh, Pa.,
on the one hand, and, on the other,
points In Preston, Monongalia, Marion,
Taylor and Harrison Counties, W. Va.

NoT.E-If a hearing Is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests it be held at Pitts-
burgh, Pa.

No. MC 140845 (Sub-No. 4), filed Sep-
tember 27, 1976. Applicant' HOKE BUS
LINES, INC., 2600 Willowburn Avenue,
Dayton, Ohio 45427- Applicant's repre-
sentative: Lewis S. Witherspoon, 88 East
BrOad Street, Suite 930, Columbus, Ohio
43215. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over

'regular and irregular routes, transport-
Ing: (A) regular rolutes: Passengers,
baggage, newspapers and express, (1)
Between Delaware, Ohio and Marysville,
Ohio, serving all intermediate points:
From Delaware over U.S. Highway 36 to

.Marysville, and return over the same
route; (2) Between Delaware, Ohio and
Dublin, Ohio, serving all intermediate
points: (a) From Delaware; over U.S.
Highway 42 to its junction with Ohio
Highway 745, thence over Ohio High-
way 745 to Dublin, and return over the
same route; and (b) From Delaware
over U.S. Highway 42 to its junction with
Ohio Highway 257, thence over Ohio
Highway 257 to Dublin, and return over
the same route; (3) Between Columbus,
Ohio and Dublin, Ohio, serving all inter-
mediate points: From Columbus over
Ohio Highway 315 to its junction with
Ohio Highway 161, thence over Ohio
Highway 161 to Dublin, and return over
the same route; (4) Between Lima, Ohio
and Wapakoneta, Ohio: (a) From Lima
over Ohio Highway 65 to its junction
with Ohio Highway 33, thence over Ohio

Highway 33 to Wapakoneta, and return
over the same route, serving all inter-
mediate points; and (b) From Lima over
Interstate Highway 75 to Wapakoneta,
and return over the same route, as an
alternate rohte for operating conven-,
lence only; (5) Between St. Marys, Ohio
and Dayton, Ohio, serving all intermedi-
ate points: From St. Marys over Ohio
Highway 66 to its junction with U.S.
Highway 36, thence over U.S. Highway
36 to its junction with Ohio Highway 48,
thence over Ohio Highway 48 to Dayton,
and return over the same route.

(6) Between Celina, Ohio and New
Hampshire, Ohio, serving all inter-
mediate points: From Celina over Ohio
Highway 29 to U.S. Highway 33, thence
over U.S. Highway 33-to New Hampshire,
and return over the same route; (7) Be-
tween Wapakoneta, Ohio and Dayton,
Ohio, serving all intermediate points:
From Wapakoneta 'over County Road
25A to the Montgomery County, Ohio
line and the intersection with North
Dixie Drive, Montgomery County, thence
over North Dixie Drive .to Dayton, and
return over the same route; (8) Between
the junction of Taywood Road and Ohio
Highway 48 (Montgomery County, Ohio)
and Dayton, Ohio, serving all inter-
mediate points: From the junction of
Taywood Road and Ohio .Highway 48
over Taywood Road to Westbrook Road,
thence over Westbrook Road to its inter-
section with Salem Bend Drive, thence
over Salem Bend Drive to its intersec-
tion with Shiloh Springs Road, thence
over Slhoh Springs Road to its intersec-
tion with Olive Road, thence over Olive
Road to its intersection with Free Pike,
thence over Free Pike to its intersection
with Salem Avenue, thence over Salem
Avenue to Dayton, Ohio and return over
the same route; (9) Between the Junc-
tion with Olive Road, thence over Olive-
(Montgomery County, Ohio) and Day-
ton, Ohio, serving all Intermediate
points: From the junction of Free Pike
and Olive Road over Olive Road to Its
Intersection with Wolf Creek Pike,
thence over Wolf Creek Pike to Dayton,
and return over the same route; (10) Be-
tween Englewood, Ohio "and Dayton,
Ohio, serving all ntermediate points:
From Englewood over Ohio Highway 48
to Dayton. -and return over the same
route; (11) Between Dayton, Ohio and
Xenia, Ohio: (a) From Dayton'over U.S.
Highway 35 and Dayton-Xenia Pike to
Xenia, and return over the same route,
serving all Intermediate points; and (b)
From Dayton over U.S. Highway 35 to
Xenia, and return over the same route,
as an alternate route for operating con-
venience only; and (B) Irregular Routes:
Passengers, baggage, newspapers and ex-
press, in charter and special operations,
in round-trip, "sightseeing and pleasure
tours, beginning and ending at points In
Champaign, Erie, Greene, Hancock,
Huron, Knox, Lucas, Miami, Mont-
gomery, Ottawa, Preble, Putnam, San-
dusky, Shelby, Seneca and Wood Coun-
ties, Ohio, and extending to points in the
United States including Alaska but ex-
cluding Hawaii.

NoTE.-If u hearing is deemed necm-ary,
the applicant requests it be held at Colum-
bus, Ohio.

No. MC 142325 (Sub-No. 2) filed Octo-
ber 15, 1976. Applicant: ALEXANDER
JAMES AND JAMES E, SYKES, JR., a
partnership, doing business as ALJAMCO
LEISURE, 36 N. Edgewood Street, Phila-
delphia, Pa. 19139. Appllcant's reprezent-
ative: Alan Kahn, 1920 Two Penn Cen-
ter Plaza, Philadelphia, Pa. 19102. Au-
thorIty sought to operate as a com mon
carrier, by motor vehicle, over Irregular
routes, transporting: Passengers and
their baggage, when moving in the same
vehicle, in round trip tour service In con-
nection with fishing excursions, limited
to the transportation of not more than
eleven (11) passengers in any one vehicle
(not including the driver), beginning and
ending at Philadelphia, Pa., and extend-
Ig to points in New Jersey on the

Atlantic Coast between and including
Pennsgrove and Sandy Hook, N.J.

Norn.--If a hearing Is deemed nece'sary,
applicant requests It be held at PhIladelphia,
Pa., or Atlantic City, N.J.

No. MC 142378 (Sub-No. 2), filed Octo-
ber 21, 1976. Applicant: CENTRAL DIS-
PATCH, INC., 650 Manhattan Street,
Harvey, La. 70058. Applicant's represent-
ative: Harold R. Answorth, 2307 Ameri-
can Bank Building, New Orleans,. La,
70130. Authority sought to operate as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, transporting: (1) Pas-
sengers and their baggage, (2) detained
persons, including stowaways when mov-
ing under guard or in custody of appli-
cant, and their baggage, between points
In Plaquemtines, St. Bernard, Orleans,
Jefferson, St. Charles, St. John the
Baptist, St. James, Ascension, Iberville,
East Baton Rouge, West Baton Rouge,
and Calcasieu Parishes, La.: Harrison
and Jackson Counties, Miss.; Orange,
Jefferson, Cameron, and Calhoun Coun-
ties, Tex.; Baldwin and Mobile Counties,
Ala.; and Baytown, Houston, Galveston,
Corpus Christi, Texas City and Freeport,
Tex.; restricted In (1) above to ship's
officers, crew members, company per-
sonnel and representatives engaged in
and responsible for the operation, maiu-
tenance, repair or safety of ocean going
ships and vessels.

Nor.--If a hearing Is deemed neeccl:nry,
the applicant requests it be held at NeW
Orleans, La.

BR1osr-r APPLICATION

No. MC 130417, filed October 15, 1976.
Applicant: CAROLINA TOURS, INC.
OF NORTH CAROLINA, One Hilton
Drive, Asheville, N.C. 28806. Applicant's
representative: A. Wilder Wadford, 38
North Main St., Weaverville, N.C. 28787.
Authority sought to engage In operation,
in interstate or foreign commerce, as a
broker 'ht Asheville, N.C., to sell or offer
to sell the transportation of individual
passengers and groups of passengers and
their baggage, in round trip tours, by
motor carrier, begioning and ending at
points In Buncomrie, Henderson, Hay-
wood, McDowell, Burke, And Ruther-
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fordton Counties, N.C., and extending to
points in the United States, including
Alaska, but excluding HawaiL

aor---! a hearing is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests .it be held at either
Asheville, Charlotte, or Greensboro, N.C.

F EiGHT FoRwADER APPIwCATION

No. I' 252 (Sub-No., 4), filed Octo-
ber 19, 1976. Applicant: CHI-CAN
FREIGHT FORWARDING LTD., 4956
So. Kedzie Avenue, Chicago, Ill. 60632.
-Applicant's representative: Daniel C.
Sullivan, 327 So. LaSalle St., Chicago,
1L 60604 Authority sought to engage in
operation, in interstate commerce, as a
Sfreight forwarder, through use of the
facilities of common carriers by railroad,
motor vehicle, water, and express, in the
transportation of general commodities
(except commodities in bulk, motor vehi-
-cles, 'used household goods, and mnac-
companied baggage), between ports of
entry on the International Boundary
Line between the United States and
Canada located at points in Michigan
and New York, on the one hand, and, on
the other, points in-California, Indiana,
Minnesota, and Texas.

NoTr-If a hearing is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests It be held at Chicago,
Mi1.

PENANCE APPLICATIONS
The following applications seek ap-

proval to consolidate, purchase, merge,
-lease operating rights and properties, or
acquire control through, ownership of
stock, of rail carriers or motor carriers
pursuant to Sections 5(2) or 210a(b) of,
the Interstate Commerce Act.

An. original and two copies of protests
against the granting of, the requested
authority must be filed with the Commis-
sion witbin 30 days after the date of this
Psaas REG=sTR notice. Such protest
shall comply with Special Rules 240(c)
or 240(d) of the Commission's General
Rules of Practice (49 CPR 1100.240) and
shall include a concise statement of pro-
testant's interest in the proceeding. A
copy of the protest shall be served con-
currently upon applicant's re'presenta-
tive, or applicant, if no representative is,
named.

No. M C-F-12570. Supplement to no-
tice published in the FmEAL REGISTER
July-2,1975. By order dated June 2, 1976,
CHARTER EXPRESS,' INC., P.O. Box
S772, Springfield, MO 65804, was au-
thorized to acquire certain operating
rights of Saturn Express, Inc., 7860 F
St., Omaha, NE 68127, 'in addition to
those sought in the original application.
Ronnie L. Whitworth, and Ricky L.
Whitworth, both of 3034 Carlisle Circle,
Springfield, 11O 65804, and Commerce
Bank, 1661 Boonville. Ave., Springfield,
MO 65803, Trustee for Floyd L. Whit-
worth, of 3034 Carlisle Circle, Springfield,
MO 65804, were authorized to acquire
control of these rights through the trans-
action by the same order. Those addi-
tional operating rights are as follows:
Meat, meat products, meat by-products,
and articles distributed by meat packing.
lho*es, as described n Sections A and C

of Appendix I to the report In Descrip-
tions in Motor Carrier Certificates, 61
M.C.C. 209 and 766, except hides and
commodities n bulk, from the facilities
of Swift Fresh Meats Company at Grand
Island, Nebraska, to points n Tennessee,
North Carolina, South Carolina, Georgia,
and Florida. The above-described operat-
ing rights are restricted to shipments
originating at the above-named origins
and destined to the indicated destina-
tions, and are subject to the Commis-
sion's right to Impose such terms, condi-
tions or limitations in the future as it
may find necessary n order to insure
that the carriers operations shall con-
form to the provisions of Section 210 of
the Act. Interested parties have 30 days
from the date of this supplemental notice
to file protests to the transfer of the
above-described operating rights.

-No. MC-F-13010. Authority sought for
purchase by GRA-BELL TRUCK LINE
INC, 679 Lincoln Avenue, Detroit, MI
4§423, of a portion of the operating rights
of DuBose Trucking Comppany, Inc.,
Route 1, Box 428, Denham Springs, LA
70726, and for acquisition by Marinus
Van Wyk, 694 Concord Drive, Holan,
Michigan, 49423, of control of such rights
through the purchase. Applicants. at-
torney: Wllhelmina Boersma, 1600 First
Federal Bldg., Detroit, iff 48226. Oper-
ating rights sought to be transferred:
Book pages, as a common carrier over
irregular routes, from Versailles, KY to
Chicago, Ill, with no transportation for
compensation on return except as other-
wise authorized, from Hammond, IN to
Versailles, KY with no transportation
for compensation on return except as
otherwise authorized, with restrictions.
Vendee is authorized to operate as a
common carrier in Alabama, the District
of Columbia, Indiana, Kentucky, Illinois,
Iowa, Maryland, Michigan, Missouri,
New York, Ohio, Pennsylvania, Tennes-
see, Texas, 'West Virginia, and Wiscon-
sin, Application has bee nflled for tem-
porary authority under section 210a(b).

No. MC-F-13011. Authority sought for
continuance of control by Jack L Mur-
phree, an individual (non-carrIer), 1221
Faydur Court, Nashville, TN 37210, to
continue control of JIMCO INC., (whose
authority Is presently pending before this
Commission) 500 Court Square Building,
Nashville, TN 37201. Applicants' attor-
ney: Don R. B~nkley, 500 Court Square
:Building, Nashville, TN 37201. Operating
rights sought to be controlled. Under MC
142586 (Pending), Transportation as a
common carrier, by motor vehicle, over
irregular routes, of general commodities
(except commodities in bulk, household
goods, and commodities which because
of size and weight require special equip-
ment) having a prior or subsequent
movement by rail: between points in
Blount, Calhoun, Cherokee, Cleburne,
Colbert, Cullman, fe2alb. Etowah, Fay-
ette, Franklin, Jackson, Jefferson, Lamar,
Lauderdale, Lawrence, Limestone, Madi-
son, Marlon, MarshalL Morgan, St. Clair,
Talladega, Walker and Winston Counties
Wn" Alabama; Clay, Craighead, Critten-

den. Cross, Greene, Lee, Mississippi,
Philps, Poinsett and St. Francis Coun-
ties in Arkansas; Bartow, Catoosa, Chat-
tanooga, Iade, Floyd, Gordon, Murray,
Polk, Walker and Whitfield Counties in
Georgia- Alexander, Massac and Pulaski
Counties in Illinois; Clark, Floyd, Gibson,
Harrison, Posey, Venderburg, Warrick
-nd Washington Counties in Indiana;
Adair, Allen. Anderson, Ballard, Barren,
Bell Bourbon, Boyle, Breckinridg% Bul-
lltt, Butler, Caldwell, Calioway, Carlisle
Carroll, Casey, Christian, Clark, Clinton,
Crittenden, Cumberland, Daviess, Ed-
mondson, Fayette. Franklin. Fulton, Gal-
latin, Garrard, Grant, Graves. Grayson,
Green, Hancock, Hardin. Harrison. Hart
Henderson, Henry, Hickman. Hopkins,
Jackson, Jefferson, Jessamine, Knox,
Larue, Laurel, Lincoln, Livingston,
Lo3an, Lyon, Madison, Marion, Marshall,
McCracken, McCreary, McLean, Meade,
Mercer, Metcalfe, Monroe, Muhlenberg.
Nelson, Ohio, Oldham, Owen, Pulaski,
Rock Castle, Russell, Scott, Shelby,
Simpson, Spencer, Taylor, Todd, Trigg,
Trimble, Union, Warren, Washington,
Wayne, Webster, Whitley and Woodford
Counties in Kentucky; Alcorn, Benton,
Chickasaw, Coahoma, Desoto, Lafayette.
Lee, Lowndes. Marshall. Monroe, Oktib-
beba, Panola, Pontotoc, Prentiss, Quit-
man, Tate, Tawamba, Tishomingo, Tu-
nica and Union Counties n Mississippi;
Cape Giradeau, Dunklin, Mississippi,
New Madrid, Pemlscot and Scott Coun-
ties In Missouri; Smyth and Washington
Counties in Virginia; and, Tennessee.
Jack L Murphree, holds no authority
from this Commission. However it con-
trols W=ST TENNIESSEE MOTOR EX-
PRESS, INC., who under MC 96961 (a
Certificate of Registration) is authorized
to operate as a common carrier over reg-
ular routes in the State of Tennessee.
Application has not been filed for tem-
porary authority under section 210a(b).

Nor.-he applcaton for the authority
is being filed and processed concurrently
with the finance proceeding as a directly
related matter (M4C 142586). Processing of
the finance application In conjunction with
the authority sought is necessary because of
the common control of WEST TENNESZ
MOTOR EXRESS INC., a common carrier
operating pursuant to a Certificate of Regis-
tration contained in Docket N,. MO 95961.
A separate related matter, an application to
convert the Certificate of ReZistration is
being proccszed concurrently (MC 96961
Sub-3).

No. MC-F-13013. Authority sought for
purchase by KROBLIN REFRIG-
ERATED XPRESS, INC., 2125 Commer-
cial Street, Waterloo, IA 50702,.of a por-
tion of the operating rights of JOHNS-
RUD TRANSPORT INC, Highway, 9
West P.O. Box 447, Cresca, IA 52136, and
for acquisition by Allen E. Kroblin, Loyal
FrIsch, and KennethL. Schadle, all of the
2125 Commercial St., Waterloo, IA 50702,
address, of control of such rights through
the purchase. Applicants' attorney and
representatives: Allen E. Kroblin, Krob-
lin Refrigerated Xpress, Inc., Box 5000,"
Waterloo, & 50704, John P. Rhodes,
K= Inc. P.O. Box 5000, Waterloo, IA
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50704, and Patrick E. Quinn, P.O. Box
82028, Lincoln, NB 68501. Operating
rights sought to be transferred: Meats,
meat products, and meat by-products,
and articles distributed by meat packing-
houses as described in sections A and C
of Appendix 1 to the report in Descrip-
tions in Motor Carrier Certificates, 61
M.C.C. 209 and 766 (except hides and
commodities in bulk), as a common car-
rier, over irregular routes from the facili-
ties of the Rod Barnes Packing Company
and Flanery Meat Company at or near
Huron, S. Dak., to points in Georgia,
North Carolina and South Carolina with
no transportation for compensation on
return except as otherwise authorized,
with restrictions. Vendee is authorized
to operate as a common carrier in Ala-
bama; Georgia, Illinois, Iowa, Kentucky,
M9innesota, Missouri, Nebraska, North
Carolina, South Carolina, South Dakota,
Tennessee, Virginia. -Application has
been filed for temporary authority under
section 210a(b).

No. MC--F-13014. Authority sought for
purchase by INTER-CITY TRANSPORT
& MOTOR COMPANY, INC., Liggett Ad-
dition, P.O. Box 88, Buckhannon, WV
26021, of the operating rights of SNYDER
TRUCKING COMPANY, 2300 Palmer.
Street, Pittsburgh, PA 15218, and for ac-
quisition by W. L. TURNER, P.O. Box
88, Buckhannon, WV 26201, of control
of such rights through the purchase. Ap-
plicants' attorneys: John A. Vuono, 2310
Grant Building, Pittsburgh, PA 15219,
and A.A. Bluestone, 523 Grant Building,
Pittsburgh, PA 15219. Operating rights
sought to be transferred: Waxed paper,
as a contract carrier over- irregular
routes between Dayton, Ohio, on the one
hand, and, on the other, Anderson, Fort
Wayne, Indianapolis, and Kokomo, Ind.,
Frankfort, Lexington, and Louisville, Ky.,
Charleston, Huntington, and Wheeling,
W. Va., and Pittsburgh, Pa., and with
persons (as defined in Section 203 (a) of
the Interstate Commerce Act), who, op-
erate wholesale and retail/stores, the
business of which is the sale of food;
such merchandise as is dealt in by whole-
sale, retail, and chain grocery and food
business houses, and, In connection there-
with1 equipment, materials and sup-
plies used n the conduct of such busi-
ness, between Columbus, Ohio, on the
one hand, and, on the other, Pittsburgh,
Pa., Charleston, Huntington, and Wheel-
Ing, W. Va., all points in Indiana, and
those in Kentucky on and north of a line
extending from the Ohio River east
through Morganfleld and Danville, Ky.
to the Kentucky-Virginia State line. And
with persons (as defined in Section 203
(a) of the Interstate Commerce Act),
who operate paper manufacturing
plants, the business of which is the
manufacture -and sale of corrugated
paper, corrugated paper, in sheets and
knocked-down boxes, and materials used
in the manufacture and sale of corru-
gated paper, between Columbus, Ohio, on
the one hand, and, on "the other, New
Castle, Pittsburgh, and Reading, Pa., all
points in Indiana and Kentucky, and

those in West Virginia on and west of
U.S. Highway 219. And' with persons (as
defined In Section 203(a) of the Inter-
state Commerce Act), who operate bak-
eries, the business of which Is the manu-
facture and sale of bakery goods, bakery
goods, and materials used in the manu-
facture and sale of bakery goods, between
all points in 'Indiana, Kentucky, Ohio,
Pennsylvania, and West Virginia, cqndy
and confectionery, in mixed shipments
with bakery goods, when the candy and
confectionery do not exceed 25 percent
of the shipment, and materials used in
the manufacture and sale of candy and
confectionery, between Dayton, Ohio,-on
the one hand, and, on the other,--all
points in Indiana, Kentucky, Pennsyl-
vania, and West Virginia. And with per-
sons (as defined in Section 203 (a) of the
Interstate Commerce Act), who operate
soap manufacturing plants, the business
of which is the manufacture and sale-of
soap. Soap and materials -used in the
manufacture and sale of soap, between
Dayton, Ohio, on the one hand, and, on
the other, Fort Wayne and Indianapolis,
Ind., Frankfort, Lexington and Louis-
ville, Ky., Charleston, Huntington, and.
Wheeling, W. Va., and Pittsburgh, Pa.;
corrugated paper in sheets and knocked-
down boxes and materials used in the
sale of corrugated paper, from Colum-
bus; Ohio,, to points, in Pennsyl~ania,
with no transportation for compensation
on retmn except an otherwise author-
ized, with restrictions. Vendee is author-
ized to operate ls a contract carrier In
Arkansas, the District of Columbia, nli-
nos, Indiana, Kentucky, Maryland,
Michigan, Minnesota, Ohio, Pennsyl-
vania, Tennessee, Virginia, West Vir-
ginia, and Wisconsin. Application has
been filed for temporary authority under
section 210a(b),.

No. MC-F-13015. Authority sought for
purchase by SCHWERMAN TRUCKING
CO., 611 So. 28 St., P.O. Box 1601, Mil-
waukee, WI 53201., of a portion of the
operating rights of Alex K. Scherer, 1101
Fulton Street,-Box 736, Ottawa, IL 61350,
and for acquisition by Fred J. Schwdr-
man and Carl L. Schwerman, both of 611
So. 28 St., Milwaukee, WI 53215, of con-
trol of such rights through the purchase.
Applicants' attorneys: James R. Ziperski
P.O. Box 1601, Milwaukee, WI 53201, and
John P. Meyer, 907 South 4th Street,
Springfield, IL 62703. Operating rights
sought to be transferred: Sand, as a
common carrier over irregular routes
from points in La Salle County, Ill., to
points in Indiana, Kentucky, Michigan,
Iowa, Minnesota, Missouri, Ohio, and
Wisconsin, with restrictions; building
and roofing materials and materials,
supplies, and equipment used or useful In
the manufacture of building and roofing
materials, between points in La Salle
County, -Ill., on the one hand, and, on
the other, points in Indiana; silica sand,
from points in La Salle County, Ill., to
Davenport, Iowa, and points In that part
of Wisconsin on and south of U.S. High-
way 18, with no transportation for com-
pensation on return, except as otherwise
authorized. SCHWERMAN TRUCKING

CO., Is authorized to operate as a con-
tract carrier in Pennsylvania, Ohio, and
New York, and as a common carrier in all
the States-in th6 United States (except
Alaska and Hawaii). Application has not
been filed for temporary authority un-
der section 210a(b).

No. MC-F-13016. Authority ,ought for
control by DELTA CALIFORNIA IN-
DUSTRIES, and thereafter merge with
DELTA LINES, INC., a wholly-owned
subsidiary of DELTA CALIFORNIA IN-
DUSTRIES, 46th Floor Transamerica
Building, 600 Montgomery Street, San
Francisco, CA 94111, of the operating
rights and property of I-5 'FREIGHT-
LINE, INC., 4285 Northwest Yeon, Port-
land, OR 97210, and for.acquisition by
THOMAS R. DWYER, 600 Montgomery
St., San -Francisco, CA 94111, Peter G.
Dwyer and Frances H. Dwyer, both of
P.O. Box 81, Grimes, CA 95950, of con-
trol of such rights and properties
through the transaction. Applicants' at-
torney: Russell R. Sage, Suite 400, Over-
look BuildIng, 6121 Lincolnia Rd., Alex-
andria, VA 22312. Operating rights
sought to be controlled and merged:
General commodities, with exceptions as
a common carrier over regular routes (1)
between Portland, Oreg., and Medford,
Oreg., serving all intermediate points
and all off-route points within 10 miles
of the described highways: from Port-
land over interstate Highway 5 to Med-
ford, and return over the same route.
From Portland over Oregon Highway
99W to Junction City, Oreg., and thence
over Oregon Highway 09 to Medford,
and return over the same route. (2) Be-
tween Portland, Oreg., and Junction
City, Oreg., serving all intermediate
points and all off-route points within 10
miles of the described highways: from
Portland over Oregon Highway 99E to
Junction City, and return over the same
route. (3) Between Corvallis, Oreg., and
Foster, Oreg., serving all intermediate
points and all off-route points within 10
miles of the described highways: from
Corvallis over U.S. Highway 20 to Foster,
and return over the same route. (4) Be-

"tween Corvallis, Oreg., and Lebanon,
Oreg., serving all intermediate points and
all off-route. points within 10 miles of
the described highways: from Corvallis
over Oregon Highway 34 to Lebonan,
and return over the same route, with
restrictions: General commodities, with
exceptions as a common carrier over ir-
regular routes between points In Douglas,
Jackson, and Josephine Counties, Oreg.
General commodities, with exceptions as
a common carrier over regular routes be-
tween Medford, Oreg., and Ashland.
Oreg., serving all intermediate points,
and off-route points withtn 3 miles of
Medford and Ashland; from Medford
over U.S. Highway 99 to Ashland, and
return over the same route. DELTA CAL-
IFORNIA INDUSTRIES, holds no au-
thority from this Commission. However
DELTA LINES, INC. is a wholly owned
subsidiary of DELTA CALIFORNIA IN-
DUSTRIES, and it Is authorized to op-
erate as a common carrier in Arizona,
California, Nevada, and Oregon. Appli-
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-cation has not been filed for temporary
authority under section 210a(b).

Chicago and North Western'Transpor-
tation Company, 400 West Madison
Street, Chicago. Illinois 60606, represent-
ed by Mr. Foster A. Mattson. Attorney.
Chicago and North Western Transpor-
tation Company, 400 West Madison
Street, Chicago, Illinois 60606,. hereby
give nlotice that on the 26th day of Octo-
ber, 1976, it filed with the Interstate
Commerce Commission at Washington,
D.C, an application under Section 5(2)
of the Interstate Commerce Act for an
order approving and authorizing the
trackage rights of the Chicago and North
Western Transportation Company
(CNW) over tracks of the Soo Line
Railroad Company between "Wisconsin
Rapids and Nekoosa, Wisconsin. all in
Wood County, Wisconsin. a distance of
approximately 2.49 miles, beginning at
Milepost 25.95 and extending to Milepost
26.59, commencing again at Milepost
29.60 and extending to Milepost 30.49.
and commencing again at Milepost 31.55
and extending to Milepost 32.51. CNW
and Soo Line currently maintain parallel
tracks, between Wisconsin Rapids and
Nekoosa, Wisconsin, CNW alleges that no
shippers or receivers will be adversely af-
fected. The trackage rights to be oper-
ated lie between Wisconsin Rapids and
Port Edwards and Port Edwards and Ne-
koosa. This application has been assigned

nance Docket No. 28323.
The proposed trackage rights and

track connections will allow for elimina-
tion of 2.49 miles of duplicating 'North
Western track. NorthWestern will con-
tinue to serve all Industries located along
the joint trackage.

In the opinion of the applicint, the
Commission's action requested in the
foregoing application will not have any
significant adverse impact upon and will
not significantly affect the quality of the
human environment. Rather, coordina-
tion and consolidation of rail operations
from two tracks to- one will provide
greater utilization of the Soo Line track.
Property -will thus become free for in-
dustrial expansion and recreational pur-
poses. -

The Interstate Commerce Commission
will rule upon this application without
hearings unless protests are received
which contain information indicating a
need for such hearings. In accordance
with the Commission's regulations (49"
C.P.I. 1100.250) inEx Parte No. 55 (Sub-
No. 4), Inplementatlon-National Envi-
ronmental Policy Act, 1969.352 I.C.C. 451
(1976), any protest may include a state-
ment indicating the presence or absence
of any effect of the requested Commis-
sion -action on the quality of the human
environment. If any such effect Is alleged
to be present, the statement shall indi-
cate with specific data the exact nature
and degree of the anticipated- impact.
See Implementation-National Environ-
mental Policy Act, 1969, supra, at page
487.

Pursuant to the.provisions of the In-
terstate Commerce Act, as amjended, the
proceeding will be handled without pub-
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le hearings unless comments in support
or opposition on such application are
filed with the Secretary Interstate Cora-
merce Commission, 12th and Constitu-
tion Avenue, NW., Washington. D.C.
20423, and the aforementioned counsel
for applicant, within 45 days after date
of first publication in the FsD Rza s-
Tz; that such comments shall be served
upon (a) Docket Clerk. Office of Chief
Counsel, Federal Railroad Administra-
tion, Room 5101, 400. Seventh Street,
SW. Washington; D.C. 20590, (b) Mr.
Edward H. Levi Attorney General, De-
partment of Justice, 10th and Constitu-
tion Avenue, NW., Washington, D.C.
20530, and certificate of all such service
"is given to the Interstate Commerce
Commission; and that all other applica-
tions, which are inconsistent, in whole or
In part, with such applications, and all
petitions for inclusion in the transaction,
shall be filed with the Commission and
furnished to the Docket Clerk, Secretary
of Transportation, within 90 days after
the publication of notice of the applica-
"tion in the FEDUm RG -i EL

CHIcAGo AND NORTH WEsTEsn
.TRmSPOaRATIO COMPAY

Southern Mississippi Transportation
Company, Wilmington, Delaware 19898,
represented by Mr. William R Rubbert,
Acting Transportation Counsel, Southern
Mississippi Transportation Company,
1007 -Market Street, Wilmington, Dela-
ware 19898, hereby give notice that on
the 26th day of October, 1976, It filed
with the Interstate Commerce Commis-
sion at Washington, D.C., an application
under Section 1(18), of the Interstate
Commerce Act for an order approving
and authorizing the construction and
operation of a line of railroad located
wholly and solely within the County of
Harrison, in the State of Mississippi, a
distance of 16 miles, which application
is assigned Finance Docket No. 28324.

Applicant proposes to construct a new
line of railroad (and restrict operations
to and via said new line except as neces-
sary to operate over line of Illinois Cean-
tral Gulf at interchange points).

Applicant's proposed main line route Is
primarily east-west, having a western
terminus at or in the vicinity of De Lisle
(at a point approximatel 4500 feet south
of Interstate Highway 10) extending
east-ward, crossing the Wolf River (at a
point approximately 5000 feet south of
Interstate Highway 10), thence continu-
ing eastward to a point of connection
with the Illinois Central Gulf Railroad
(at a point approximately 1300 feet south
of Interstate Highway 10).

Applicant proposes to initially con-
struct and operate a total of about 16
miles of track, consisting of about 14
miles of main line, and 2 miles of run-
around and siding track.

In the opinion of the applicant, the
granting of the authority sought will not
constitute a major Federal action signifl-
cantly affecting the quality of the human
enviromhent within the meaning of the
National Envlronmetal Policy Act of
1969. In accordance with the Commis-
sion's regulations (49 C.F.R. 1100.250) in
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Er Parte No. 55 (Sub-No. 4), Implemen-
tation-Natiotal Environmental Policy
Art 1969. 352 I.C.C. 451 (1976). any pro-
tests may include a statement Indicating
the presence or absence of any effect of
the requested Commission action on the
quality of the human environment. If
any such effect Is alleged to be present,
the statement shall indicate with specific
data the exact nature and degree of the
anticipated Impact. See Implementa-
tion-National Environmental Policy
Act, 1969, supra, at p. 487.

Pursuant to the provisions of the In-
terstate Commerce Act, as amended, the
proceeding will be handled without pub-
lic hearings unless comments in support
or opposition on such application are
filed with the Secretary, Interstate Com-
merce Commission, 12th and Constitu-
tion Avenue, NW, Washington, D.C.
20423, and the aforementioned counsel

-for-applcant within 30 days after date
of first publication in a newspaper of
general circulation. Any interested per-
son is entitled to recommend to the Com-
mission that It approve, disapprove, or
take any other speciflpd action with re-
spect to such application.

SOUTHERN MISSISSIPPI TLANSPORTATION
Courp

OPERATING RIGHTS APPLICATxrI(s) Dr-
RECELY RELATED TO F=AXCE PROCEED-
rucs

The following operating rights appli-
cation(s) are filed in connection with
pending finance applications under Sec-
tion 5(2) of the Interstate Commerce
Act, or seek tacking and/or gateway
elimination in connection with transfer
applications under Section 212(b) of the
Interstate Commerce Act..

An original and two copies of protests
to the granting of the authorities must
be filed with the Commission within 30
days after the date of this FeDEwA RaG-
isTza notice. Such protests shall comply
with Special Rule 247(d) of the Corn-
miLqson!s General Rules of Practice (49
CFR 1100.247) and include a concise
statement of protestant's interest in the
proceeding and copies of Its conflicting
authorities. Verified statements In op-
position should not be tendered at this
time. A copy of the protest shall be served
concurrently upon applicant's represent-
ative, or applicant if no representative is
named.

Each applicant states that there wil
be no significant effect on the quality of
the human environment resulting from
approval of Its application.

No. MC 105457 (Sub-No. 87) filed Oc-
tober 15, 1976. Applicant: THURSTON
MOTOR LINES, INC., 600 Johnston
Road. Charlotte, N.C. 28206. Applicant's
representative: Roland Rice, 501 Perpet-
ual Bldg, 1111 E Street, N.W. Washing-
ton, D.C. 20004. Authority sought to op-
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve-
hcle, over Irregular routes, transporting:
General commodities (except those of
unusual value. Classes A and B explo-
sives, household goods as defined by the
Commission, commodities in bulk and
those requlring special equipment), be-
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tween Morganton, Brookford,'Rhodhlss,
Newton, Boone, Conover, Charlotte, N.C.
and points in North Carolina (1) ex-
tending along U.S. Highway 221 from
Boone to Blowing Rock, N.C., thence
over U.S. Highway 321 to Hickory, N.C.,
and thence over U.S. Highway 70 to Con-
over, N.C.; and (2) extending along
North Carolina-Highway 16 between the
Junction of North Carolina Highways 16
and 150 and Charlotte, N.C., including
said junction, on the one hand, and, on
the other, points in Massachusetts,
Rhode Island and Connecticut. The pur-
pose of this filing is to eliminate the
gateways at points in New York and
New Jersey; and (2) Applicant also
seeks to tack the authorities in.MC 17006
and MC 61484 (Sub-No. 12) -without
eliminating the gateways thereby pro-
viding a through service utilizing the
gateway points.

NoTE.-This is a matter directly related to
a Section 5(2) finance proceeding in MIC-F-
12530 published in the Dnn£ IEGISTE is-
sue of May 29, 1975. Common control may
be involved. If a hearing Is deemed necessary,
the applicant requests it be held at Wash-
lngton, D.C.

No. MC 120648 (Sub-No. 4), filed Oc-
tober 24, 1976. Applicant: SUTHER-
LAND TRANSPORTATION CORPORA-
TION, 100 Aliwood Avenue, Central Is-
lip, N.Y. 11722. Applicant's representa-
tive: Gerard V. Muldoan (same address
as applicant). Authority sought to--op--
erate as a common carrier, by motor ve-
hicle, over irregular routes, transport-
ing: General commodities (except those
of unusual value, Classes A and B explo-
sives, household goods as defined by the
Commission, commodities in bulk, and
those requiring special equipment), be-
tween points in Nassau and Suffolk
Counties, N.Y., on the one hand, and, on
the other Newark and Elizabeth, N.J.

Norz.T-Applicant seeks to eliminate the
gateway of New York, N.Y. This-matter is di-
rectly related to a section 5(2) finance pro-
ceeding MC-F-12930, published in the mm-
ZRL RIxSTER Issue of September 2, 1976. If
a hearing Is deemed necessary, the applicant
requests it be held at either New York, N.Y.
or Washington, D.C.

ABANDONMENT APPLICATIONS

FnINDNGS
Notice is hereby given pursuant to sec-

tion la(6) (a) of the Interstate Com-
merce Act that orders have been entered
In the following abandonment applica-
tions which are administratively final
and which found that subject to condi-
tions the present and future public con-
venience and necessity permit abandon-
ment.

A Certificate of Abandonment will be
Issued to the applicant carriers 30 days
after this FEDERA REGISTER publication
unless the instructions set forth in the
notices are followed.

[Docket No. AB-46 (Sub-No. 3)]
CHICAGO, ROCHLAND AND PAcIIc RAILROAD

CoispANy ABANDONMENT B3ETWEEN FAIR-
IURY AND RuSKN' n JEFPIMSON, THAY-
ER, AND NUCKOLLS COUNTIES, NEBRASKA

FINDINGS

Notice is hereby given pursuant to sec-
tion la(6) (a) of the Interstate Com-
merce Act (49 U.S.C. la(6) (a)) that by
orders entered on July 12, 1976, and Sep-
tember 24, 1976, respectively, a finding,
which is administratively final was made
by the Commission, Division 3, and the
entire Commission, stating that, subject
to the conditions for the protection of
railway employees prescribed by the
Commission in Chicago, B. & Q. R. Co.,
Abandonment, 257 I.C.C. 700, the present
and future public convenience and neces-
sity permit the abandonment by the
Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific Rail-

-road Company extending from railroad
milepost 155.71 near Fairbury in a west-
erly direction to the end of the line In
Ruskin, a distance of 39.39 miles in Jef-
ferson, Thayer, and Nuckolls Counties,
Nebraska. A certificate of abandonment
will be issued to.the Chicago, Rock Island
and Pacific Railroad Company based on
the-above-described finding of abandon-
ment, 30 days after publication of this
notice, unless within 30 days from the
date of publication, the Commission fur-
ther finds that:

(1) A financially responsible person
(including a government entity) has of-
fered financial assistance (in the form-of
a rail service continuation payment) to
enable the rail service involved to be
continued; and

(2) It is likely that such proffered as-
sistance would:

(a) Cover the difference between the
revenues which are attributable to such
line of railroad and the avoidable cost of
providing rail freight Service on such
line, together with a- reasonable return
on the value of such line, or

(b) Cover the acquisition cost of all or
any portion of such line of railroad.
If the Commission so finds, the issuance
of a certificate of abandonment will be
postponed for such reasonable time, not
to exceed 6 months, as is necessary to en-
able such person or entity to enter into a
binding agreement, with the carrier
seeking such. abandonment, to provide
such assistance or to purchase such line
and to provide for the continued opera-
tion of rail services over such line. Upon
notification to the Commission of the
execution of such an asistance or acqui-
sition and operating agreement, the
Commission shall postpone the issuance
of such a certificate for such period of
time as such an agreement (including
any extensions or modifications) is in ef-
fect. Information and procedures regard-
ing the financial assistance for continued

rail service or the acquisition of the in-
volved rail line are contained in the No-
tice of the Commission entitled "Proce-
dures for Pending Rail Abandonment
Cases" published in the FEDERAL REoIs-
TER on March 31, 1976, at 41 FR 13(91.
All interested persons are advised to fol-
low the Instructions contained therein a
well as the instructions contained in the
above-referenced order.

(Docket No. AB-114J
CLARENDON AND PITTSFORD RAILROAD COA1-

PANY ABANDONMENT BETWvEEN FLORENcr
AND CENTER RUTLAND IN RUTLA14D
COUNTY, VERMONT

FINDINGS

Notice is hereby given pursuant to sec-
tion la(6) (a) of the Interstate Com-
merce Act (49 U.S.C. la(0) (a)) that by
an order entered on September 23, 1976,
a finding, which is administratively final,

.was made by the Commission, Review
Board Number 5, stating that, subject to
the conditions for the protection of rail-
way employees prescribed by the Com-
mission in Chicago, B. & Q. R. Co., Aban-
donment, 257 I.C.C. 700, the present and
future public convenience and necessity
permit the abandonment by the Claren-
don and Pittsford Railroad Company ex-
tending from railroad milepost (chaining
station) N222+89 near Florence, Ver-
mont, to railroad milepost (chaining sta-
tion) N289+87 near Hollister, Vermont,
a distance of 1.27 miles: and from rail-
road milepost (chaining station) N+00
in Proctor, Vermont, to railroad milepost
(chaining station) N1560+00 near Flor-
ence, Vermont, a distance of 2.84 miles:
and from railroad milepost (chaining
station) P0+00 near Proctor, Vermont.
to railroad milepost (chaining station)
P24±14 in Proctor, Vermont, a distance
of .46 mile; and from railroad milepost
(chaining station) SO+00 in Proctor.
Vermont, to railroad milepost (chaining
station) S250+000 In Center Rutland,
Vermont, a distance of 4.73 miles, a total
distance of 9.3 miles. A certificate of
abandonment will be Issued to the Clar-
endon and Plttsford Railroad Company
based on the above-describing finding of
abandonment g0 days after publication
of this notice, unless within 30 days from
the date of publication, the Commission
,further finds that:

(1) A financially responsible person
(including a government entity) has
offered financial assistance (in the form,
of a rail service continuation payment)
to enable the rail service involved to be
continued; and

(2) It Is likely that such proffered as-
sis tance would:

(a) Cover the difference between the
revenues which are attributable to such
line of railroad and the avoidable cost
of providing rail freight service on such
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lime, together with a reasonable return
on the value of such line, or

(b) Cover the acquisition cost of all
or any portion of such line of railroad.

if the Commission so finds, the issuance
of a certificate, of abandonment will be
postponed for such reasonable time, not
to exceed 6 months, as is necessary to
enable such person or entity to enter into
a binding agreement,,-with the carrier
seeking -such abandonment, to provide
such assistance or to purchase such line
and to provide for the continued opera-
tion of rail services over such line. Upon
notification to the Commission of the
exeution of such an assistance or acqui-
sition and operating agreement, the
-Commission shall postpone the issuance
of such a dertificate for such period of
time as such An agreement (including
any extensions or modifications) is in ef-
fect. Information and procedures regard-
ing the financial assistance for continued
rail service or the acquisition ofttle in-
volved rail line are contained in the No-

tice of the Commission entitled "Proce-
dures for Pending Rail Abandonment
Cases" published in th6 FEDERAL REGIS-
TER O-n March 31, 1976, at 41 FR 1369L
All interested persons are advised to fol-
low the instructions contained therein as
well as the instructions contained In the
above-referenced order.

By the Commission.

H. G. HoE, Jr.,
Acting Secretary.

[FR Doc.76-33954 FlIed 11-17-76;8:45 am]

[Amendment No. 1 to LO.C. Order No. 5;
S.O. No. 12521

REROUTING TRAFFIC

Upon further consideration of I.C.C.
Order No. 5 Western Maryland Rilway
Company), and good cause appearing
therefor:

It is ordered, That: I.C.C. Order No. 5
be, and it Is hereby, amended by substi-

tuting the following paragraph (g) for
paragraph (g) thereof:

(g) Expiration date. This order shall
expire at 11:59 pam., May 15,1977, unless
otherwise modified, changed, or sus-
pended.

It is further ordered, That this amend-
ment shallbecome effective at 11:59 pam.,
November 15, 1976, and that this order
shall be served upon the Association of
American Railroads, Car Service Divi-
slon, as agent of all railroads subscribing
to the car service and car hire agreement
under the terms of that agreement, and
upon the American Short Line Railroad
Association; and that it be filed with the
Director, Ofice of the Federal Register.

Issued at Washington, D.C., Novem-
ber 8,1976.

INTES TATE COMMERCE COx-
21U5s10o',

JOEL E. Buas,

Agent.

[FA Doc.'I6-34074 Piled 11-17-76;8:45 am]
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I PROPOSED RULES

DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND
URBAN DEVELOPMENT

Office of the Assistant Secretary for
Housing-Federal Housing Commissioner

[ 24CFR Part 841]
[Docket No. R-76-426]

TRADITIONAL PUBLIC HOUSING
PROGRAM

Notice of Proposed Rulemaking
Notice is hereby given that the De-

partment of Housing and Urban Devel-
opment (HUD) proposes to amend 24
CFR, Chapter VIII by adding a new Part
841, Traditional Public Housing Pro-
gram. The U.S. Housing Act of 1937
(Act), as amended, authorizes HUD to
provide financial and technical assist-
ance for the development and operation
of low-income housing projects and pro-
vides that not less than a specified
amount of such assistance be made avail-
able to assist In financing low-income
housing projects for ownership (other
than under Section 8 of the Act) by. Pub-
lic Housing Agencies (PHAs). Title 24,
Part 275, except for § 275.8, will be can-
celled upon publication of 'this Part as
a final rule, and the Appendix on proto-
type cost in Part 275 will be transferred
to this part. Subpart A sets forth the gen-
eral requirements and the basic policies
for the development of projects by a
PHA. Subparts B and C set forth the
procedures for construction of a project.
Subpart D sets forth the procedures for
acquisition of an existing project (prop-
erties that -o not require rehabilitation)
or acquisition of a project requiring sub-
stantial rehabilitation and the proce-
dures for accomplishing necessary re-
habilitation work.'

The following is a brief summary of
significant features of the proposed rule:

1. The regulations applicable to other
types of projects, including moderniza-
tion, Indian Housing and Section 8 proj-
ects are contained in other parts of
this chapter.

2. It is intended that projects under
these regulations provide primarily scat-
tered site or otherwise low-density hous-
ing for families, including large families
with children, since the housing need of
such families are not adequately served
by other housing programs. Accordingly,
§ 841.103 requires that public housing
assistance shall be Used to meet the needs
of household types in the jurisdiction of
the PHA whose needs are not being met
proportionately to their share of total
housing needs in the Jurisdiction of the
PHA, as shown by the approved Housing
Assistance Plan (HAP) or HAPs applica-
ble to the jurisdiction, or, in the absence
of such HAPs, as determined by HUD.

3. Section 841.108, titled Site Selection,
indicates that project sites are subject to
Project Selection Criteria. The Depart-
ment expects to publish In the near fu-
ture proposed rulemaking that would
establish new site and neighborhood
standards for a number of housing as-'
sistance programs, including the tradi-
tional public housing program.

4. Section 841.109 requires, that the
design of the project must as a minimum
comply with HUD Minimum Property
Standards or HUD Minimum Design
Standards for Rehabilitation for Resi-
dential Properties, as applicable. In ad-
dition, consistently with Section 6(b) of
the Act, projects shall include the speci-
flied standards designed to reduce opera-
tion and maintenance costs and to pro-
mote the well-being of tenants.

5. Sections 841.111 through 841.113 set
forth the process for notification by the
Field Office of the amount of funds avail-
able and for submission, review and ap-
proval of an Application. An applicant
must demonstrate that it meets the defi-
nition of a PHA under the Abt and has
the required legal authority to perform
all the functions of a PHA under this
Part. As a prerequisite to Application ap-
proval, the Field Office must determine,
among other things, that the PHA has
adequate administrative capability to
operate the project.

6. For new construction projects, the
dwelling construction and equipment
cost may not exceed 110 percent of pro-
totype costs. For acquisition projects, the
prototype cost limitation is not appli-
cable; however, § 841.117(b) (2) provides
that for acquisition projects the Total
Development Cost shall not exceed 90
percent (or appropriately lower percent-
age if the acquired project has less than
a 40 year useful life) of the imputed de-
velopment cost of a comparable hypo-
thetical newly -constructed low-income
housing project unless a higher amount
is necessary to meet a locally established
plan for neighborhood preservation and
revitalization of existing housing and is
specifically approved by the Assistant
Secretary for Housing.

7. Section-841.117(c) states the Finan-
cial Feasibility Test which must be met
prior to approval of a Development Pro-
gram. In addition, § 841.113(a) (2) re-
quires that the Field Office determine
that it "is likely" that the test can be met
prior- to approval of an application. The
PHA must demonstrate that for the first
five years of operation the project's es-
timated average annual operating ex-
pense does not exceed the estimated an-
nual operating income without use of
operating subsidy, based on a 95 percent
occupancy by a tenant body selected in
accordance with specified criteria based
on the provisions of section 6(c) (4) (A)
of the Act. At no time shall an operating
subsidy be paid, which, together with the,
debt service annual contribution, would
exceed the Fair Market Rents for an
equivalent number of similar housing
units less the aggregate rents paid by
the project tenants. The special require-
ments for projects developed under this
part will be reflected in 24 CFR Part 890,
Annual Contributions for Operating
Subsidy'.
8. Section 841.117(d) provides that

BUD may require the PHA to obtain de-
velopment loan funds from sources, other
than HUD, secured by a pledge of BUD's
agreement under the ACC to advance
monies to the PHA or to make annual

contributions payments. Generally, proj-
ects will be permanently financed by the
sale of PHA bonds which are tax exempt
under section 11(b) of the Act. This is
the method of financing which has tra-
ditionally been used for public housing
projects under the Act.

9. Because past experience has demon-
strcted that the turnkey method Is sub-
stantially more efficient, § 841.301 re-
quires a PHA to use that method rather
than the conventional competitive bid
method for new construction projects,
unless the PHA can demonstrate in sup-
port of its apiplication that the conven-
tional method would offer specific ad-
vantages over the turnkey method.

10. Section 841.406 permits a PHA, sub-
ject to Field Office approval and for ac-
quisition projects under Subpart D only,
to develop a list of prequalified contrac-
tors or developers and to solicits bids or
proposals only from those on this list.

11. The Department promulgated an
interim rule for the PHA Acquisition of
HUD-Owned Properties and Properties
with BUD-Insured and HUD-Held Mort-
gages (24 CFR Part 845, published in 41
FR 23292, June 9, 1976). Since the scope
of this proposed rule will include the ac-
quisition and rehabilitation of properties
provided for under Part 845, it is intended
to cancel Part 845 upon publication of
Part 841 as a final rule. All comments re-
ceived with respect to Part 845 will be
considered in preparing the final Part.
841.

12. Section 841.117(c) provides that a
PHA_ may establish requirements or
preferences for those living in the Juris-
diction of the PHA at the time of appli-
cation provided that no such tenant
selection requirement or preference may
be based upon the Identity or location
of the housing which Is occupied or pro-
posed to be occupied by the applicant
nor upon the length of time the appli-
cant has resided In the Jurisdiction and
provided that applicants who are work-
ing or who have been notified that they
are hired to work in the Jurisdiction shall
be treated as residents of the Jurisdic-
tion. It is intended that this provision
wMlt be made applicable to all public
housing projects, and the Interim rule
on admissions (24 CIFR Part 860, Sub-
part, B) when It is finalized will contain
such a provision.

Interested parties are Invited to sub-
mit written comments and suggestions
regarding the proposed rule by Decem-
ber 20, 1976, addressed to the Rules
Docket Clerk, Office of the Secretary.
Room 10141, Department of Housing and
Urban Development, 451 Seventh Street,
SW., Washington, D.C. 20410. Comments
should refer to docket number and date.
All material submitted will be considered
before adoption of .a final rule, A copy
of each communication will be available
for public inspection during regular busi-
ness hours at the above address.

A Finding of Inapplicability respecting
the National Environmental Policy Act
of 1969 has been made In accordance
with HUD procedures. In addition, a
Finding of Inapplicability of inflation
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impact statement requirements has been other types of projects, including mod- to a stated limit, to pay the costs of
made in accordance with HUD pro- ernization, Indian Housing and Section preliminary surveys and planning of a
cedures. The Findings of Inapplicability 8 projects, are contained In other parts project.
are available for Inspection with the of this chapter. (h) Program reservation. Awrittenno-
Rules Docket Clerk at the above address. (b) Scope. Subpart A of this part sets tficatlon by HUD to the PHA, which is

forth the general requirements and the not a legal obligation, expressing HUYs
PART 841-TRADITIONAL PUSdC basic policies for the development of determination, subject to fuflilment by

HOUSING PROGRAM projects by a PHA. Subparts tnd C of the PHA of all legal and administrative
Subpart A-General Requirements this part set forth the procedures for the requirements within a stated time, to

See. construction of a project Subpart D of enter into a new or amended Preliminary
841.101 Appiicubiity and scope. this part sets forth the procedures for Loan Contract or ACC covering the
841.102 Definitions. acquisition .of an existing project (prop- stated number of housing units, or such
841.103 ihpes of Projects. erties that do not require rehabilitation) lesser number as is consistent with the
841.10. Civi Right and Equal OpPOrtIty. or acquisition of a project requiring sub- authority of H=D to enter into such con-
841.105 Economy and efficiency. stantial rehabilitation and the proce- tracts: Provided, That funds are avail-
841.106 Prevailing wage rates.
841.107 Relocation and acquisition. dures .for acomplishing necessary re- able for this purpose;
841.108 Site selection. habilitation work. For information on (I) Project. An entire undertaking to
841109 Property standards. . income limits for admission to and oc- provide housing under the Act including
4.110 Contracts. . cupancy of projects and rental require- all real or personal propetry, funds and

841.111 Notification of housing assistaneo Ments under this part, refer to 24 CFR reserves, rights, Interests and obligations,
availability. Part 860, and on the payment of operat- and-related activities.

841.112 Application submision. lug sUbsidy, refer to 24 CFR Part 800 (J) Public Housing Agency (PHA)-
84a.113 ppeld Oice review and approval ion, (see Section 841.117(c)). Any state, county, municipality, or otherapplications, oenetlettyo ulcbd o

841.114- Time schedule. §841.102 Definitions. govenmen entity or public body (or
M-4.115 relimntnaryv loam. acencY or instumetal.ity ther-eof)

841.116 Site approval.-. (a) Act. The U.S. Housing Act of 1937 which is authorized to engage in or as-

841.117 Development Program. . (42 U.S.C. 1437). slst In the development or operation of
8.118 Construction requirement. . (b) Annual Contributions Contract low-income housing projects and is de-

Subpart 9-Turnkey Method-New ConStnic0OU (ACC). A contract (on a form prescribed termined by HMlD to be eligible to under-
by HUD) for loans and annual contri- take projects under this Part. Otherregu-841.202 Descrition ions,-execution of which creates legal lations which govern the administration-M84.202 invitation for propoas butos

841.203 Opening of.proposals obligations between HUD and a PHA, of projects by a PHA are set forth in 24
841.204 Evaluation and selection. . under which HuI finances the develop- CFR Chapter VIII, as amended from
841.205 Negotiation conference. ment and provides financial assistance -time to time.

. 841.206 Development program and ACO. for operation of'a project under the Act
841.207 Contract of sale. and the PHA agrees to comply with HuD § 841.103 Types of projects.
841.208 Construction requirements requirements for the development and/or (a) Determination of type of -roject.

* SubpartC-Conventonal Method-New -operation of the project. The amount of Assistance under this Part shall be used
Construction the maximum annual contribution is the to meet the needs of household type3

841.301 Description. amount charged against contract author- in the Jurisdiction of the PHA whose
841.302 Site selection. .Aty and, this amount multiplied by the needs are not being met proportion-
841.303 Development Program and ACO- number of annual contributions over the ately to their share of total housing
841.304 Construction contract and bidding . term of the ACC is the amount charged needs n the Jurisdiction of the PHA, as

841.W5 Award of contract. against budget authority. shown by the appro ed HAP or HAPs

841.306 construction requirements. (C) Cooperation agreement. An agree- applicable to the jursdiction, or in the
sprmMethod ent between a PHA and local govern- absence of such HAPs, as determined

- Subpart D-Acqulston boing body assuring tax exemption and cer- by BUD. In determining the extent to
841.401 Description. tain local governmental cooperation and which the needs of any household type
841.4o2 Property selection. services in respect to the development are being met, units proposed or not yet
841.43 Tnelprtt eon standards. . and operation of a 19w-income housing completed shall be counted only if there

841.405 Conventional procedures. project under the Act and providing for Is a commitment or reservation of funds
841.406 Prequalifted contractors. payments in lieu of taxes. or contract authority for the provision

* 841.407 Acquisition without rehabilitat Ion. (d) Housing Assistance Plan (HAP). of federal or other assistance.
841.408 Force account. (1) A HAP meeting the requirements of (b) Low-density housing for families

Appendix A-PrototYe Cost Limits for § 570.303(c) of the Community Develop- with children. Projects approved under
Low-Income Housing. - ment Block Grant (CDBG) regulations this part for families with children, in-

Arnosnr: Sec. 7(d),- Department of (24 CPR Part 570), which Is submitted eluding large families (families requir-
Housing and Urban Development Act (42 by local government as part of the block .Ing three or more bedrooms) shall to
U.S.C. 3535(d)); sec. 5(b), U.S. Housing Act grant application, and Is approved by the .the maximum extent practicable consist
of 1987 (42 U.S.C. 1437c(b)) .- -, - Field Office Director. of scattered site or otherwise low-density

(2) A HAP, meeting the requirements housing.
Subpart A--General Requirements of § 570.303(c), submitted by a local gov- (e) Restriction on use of hfgh-rse ele-

§841.101 Applicabilty and scope. eminent not participating in the CDBG vator structures. High-rise elevator( plicabity The .sco. os Program and approved by the Field Of- structures shall not be provdedforfami-
(a) Applicability. The U.S. Housing fice Director, lies with children regardiess of density

Act of 1937 (Act), as amended, allthor _(e) HOD Act. The Housing and Corn- unless the Field Ofice makes a deter-
izes the U.S. Department of Housing and munity Development Act of 1974 (42 mination that there is no practical al-

jUrban Development (HUD) to provide U.S.C. 5301). ternative. HIgh-rlse buildings for elderly
financial and technical assistance to (f) HUD. The Department of Housing shall not be used unless a determination
public housing agencies for the develop- and Urban Development, including the is made by the Field Office that such
ment and operation of low income hous- Regional Ofice and the Area or Insuring, construction is appropriate taking into
ing projects. This Pirt states the regu- Office (herein called Field 011ce) which consideration land costs, safety and
lations under which such projects are has been delegated -authority under the security factor.
to be developed by a Public Housing Act to perform functions pertaining to § 841.104 Ci righ and equal oppor-
Agency- (PEA) with financial assistance this0- part.gtsadeqi opr
fursuant to Sections 4 and 5 of the Act (g) Preliminary loan contract. A con- iurhl"
under an nnual Contributions Contract tract between HUD and the PEA under (a) Title VI and Title VIII and Execu-

(ACe). The regulations applicable to which HUED loans funds to the PHA, up tire Order 11063. Title V-of the Civil
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Rights Act of 1964 (42 U.S.C. 2000d) and
Executive Order 11063, 'which prohibit
discrimination on the basis of race, color,
creed or national origin in federally-
assisted programs, and Title 'VIU of the
Civil Rights Act of 1:968, as amended (42
U.S.C. 3601), which prohibits 'discrimi-
nation based on race, color, religion, 'sex
or national origin in the sale or rental
of housing, apply to PHAs-under this
part.

(b) Vocational rehabilitation. Section
504 of the Rehabilitation Act of 1973 (29
U.S.C. 794), which prohibits discrimi-
nation in federally-assisted- programs
against any otherwise qualified individ-
ual solely by reason of a handicap, as
defined by the Secretary of Health, Ed-
ucation and Welfare, -applies to PHAs
under this part.
(c) Executive Order 11246. Contracts

for construction work in connection-vith
Projects under this part are subject to
Executive Order 11246 (30 FR 12319),
as amended by Executive Order 11375
(32 FR 14303), and applicable imple-
menting regulations (24 CFR, Part 130;
41 CFR Chapter 60), rules, and orders
of HUD and the Office of Federal Con-
tract Compliance Programs of the De-
partment of Labor. Executive Order
11246 prohibits discrimination and re-
quires affirmative action to ensure that
employees or applicants for employ-
ment are treated without regard to their
race, color, religion, sex or national
origin.
(d) Section. 3 of the HUDAct of 1968.,

The Projects under this part are subject
to Section 3 of the Housing and Urban
Development Act-of 1968, as amended (12
U.S.C. 1701u), which requires that, to the
greatest extent feasible, opportunities for
training and employment be given lower
income residents of the project area and
contracts for work in connection with a
project be awarded to business concerns
which are located in or owned In sub-
stantial part by persons residing in the
project area.
(e) PHA's employment practices. In

connection with the development or op-
eration of any project the PHA shall not-
discriminate against any employee or
applicant for employment. because. of
race, color, religion, sex or national ori-
gin. The PHA shall take affirmative ac-
tion to ensure that applicants are em-
ployed, and that employees are 'treated
during employment, without regard to
race, color, religion, sex or national ori-
gin. The PIHA shall comply with all HUD
requirements against discrimination with
respect to-employment by the PHA or
contractors of the PHA. The PHA shall
adopt and promulgate regulations with
respect to the PHA's employment prac-
tices vhich shall be in compliance with
this paragraph. A, copy of these regula-
tions shall be posted in' the PHA office
and a copy shall be submitted to HUD
promptly after adoption by the PHA.
§ 841.105 Economy and, efficiency.

Each project shall be developed in such
a manner that it will not be of elaborate
or extravagant design or materials, and
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shall be developed and administered to
promote serqiability, efficiency, economy
and stability and to achieve the economic
and social well-being and advancement
of the tenants.
§ 841.106 Prevailing wage ratibs.

Not less than the wages prevailing in
the locality, as predetermined by the
Secretary of Labor pursuant to the
Davis-Bacon Act (40 U.S.C. 276) shall be
paid to all laborers and mechanics em-
ployed in the development of the project.
Not less than the wages prevailing in the
locality, as determined or adopted (sub-
sequent to a determination under appli-
cable state or local law) by HUD, shall
be paid to all architects, technical engi-
neers, draftsmen and technicians em-
ployed in the development of the project.
§ 84,1.107 Relocation and acquisition

Projects shall be developed in compli-
ance with the Uniform Relocation Assist-
ance and Real Property Acquisition Pol-
icies Act of 1970 (Uniform Act) (42
U.S.C. 4601) and HuD policies and re-
quirements thereunder (24 CPR Part 42).
Development Cost may include the cost
of compliance with the Uniform Act as
well as the actual reasonable moving ex-
penses of a family which is temporarily
moved from a project site during con-
struction and is returned to the site after
completion.

§ 841.108 Site selection.
Project sites shall be subject to the

Project Selection Criteria (24 CPR Part
200, Subpart N). The physical charac-
teristics and cost of the site, the avail-
ability of utilities and of access roads to
the site shall facilitate economical con-
struction and operation of the project.

§ 841.109 Property standards.

As a-minimum, projects shall be de-
veloped in compliance with HUD Mini-
mum Property Standards (24 CFR Part
200, Subpart S), or HUD Minimum De-
sign Standards for Rehabilitation for
Residental Properties, as applicable, and
applicable gtate and local laws, codes,
ordinances and regulations. In addition
and subject to § 841.105, the design of a
project shall also include the extra dur-
ability and special features required for
safety and security and economical
maintenance, the provision of amenities
designed to guarantee a safe and healthy
family life and neighborhood environ-
ment, the application of good design as
an essential component for safety and
security as well as other purposes, the
maintenance of quality in architecture
to reflect the standards of the neighbor-
hood and community, and'the need for
maximhizing the conservation of energy
for heating, lighting and other purposes.
"Where-such housing is justified by the
PHA and approved by the Field Office,
Projects for the elderly or handicapped
shall comply with Section 209 of the HCD
Act and projects for congregate or single
room occupant housing shall comply
with the appropriate BUD guidelines
and standards.

§ 841.110 Contracts.
(a) Timing. The ACC for a projecot

shall not be executed until the PRA has
adopted and HUD has approved the De-
velopment Program (§ 841.117). The
PHA shall not enter into any Construc-
tion Contract, Preliminary Contract of
Sale, Contract of Sale, contracts for re-
habilitation work or contracts to acquire
a property until after execution of the
ACC,

(b) Contracts requiring HUD Ap-
proval. The PHA shall not, without the
prior written approval of HUD, enter
,into, execute or approve any agreement
or contract for (1) personal, manage-
ment, legal or other services with any
person or firm where the initial period or
term of the agreement or contract (in-
cluding any renewal) is In excess of
tlee years, or (2) where the amount of
the agreement or contract is in excess
of the amount included for such purpose
in the HUD-approved development cost
budget or operating budget or an amount
specified from time to time by HUD, aq
the case may be, or (3) where the agree-
ment or contract is for legal or other
services in. connection with litigation.
§ 841.111 Notification of Hfousing As.

sistance Availability.
In the conext of the constraints on

available housing assistance funds, In-
cluding those due to 24 CFR Part 891
(Review of Applicatlpns for Housing As-
sistance; Allocation of Housing Assist-
ance Funds), the Field Office shall deter-
mine the geographic areas in which the
housing is to be located, the extent to
which assistance is to be made available
for new construction, acquisition with
substantial rehabilitation or acquisition
of existing housing and the sizes and
types of housing. As promptly as pos-
sible, the Field Office shall notify the
appropriate PHAs of the availability of
the housing assistance for which they
may apply. The Notification shall In-
clude information reflecting .the Field
Office's determinations and shall state
the deadline date for submission of an
Application. To the extent feasible, a-
copy of the Notification should be sent
to the Chief Executive Officers of local
governments in the applicable geo-
graphic area, representatives of the
media and orgpnizations interested in
housing and urban development. Appro-
priate instructions, forms and other pro-
gram information necessary to prepare
an Application shall be sent by the Field
Office to each PHA.

§ 841.112 Application Snbmiusion.
(a) Eligibility. To be eligible to par-

ticipate under this part, an entity shall
demonstrate that it meets the definition
of a PHA and has the required legal au-
thority to perform all the functions of a
PHA under this part. Generally, the en-
tity will have been created pursuant to
a state housing authorities law, In such
cases, a reference in the Application to
ACCs previously entered into will be suf-
ficient to establish the identity of the
entity and establish prima faco elgi-
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bilift. Where the eligibility of such an.
entity has-not been previously approved
by HUD, the Field Office shall advise the
-entity of the documents that must be
submitted to establish eligibility. Where
the entity was ntcreated pursuant to a
state housing authorities law, the evi-
dence that the entity has the required
legal authority shall be submitted to the
Field Office for review and approval. This
evidence shall include citations to and
copies of state or local law, the charter
or other organizational papers establish-
ng the entity (where the entity is an

agency or instrumentality, the documen-
tation required-by § 811.104 (a) and (b)

-of this chapter shall be included) and an-
'opinion from counsel that the entity has
all the legal authority required to de-
velop and operate a low-income project
under this part.

(b) Appication. To apply for a Pro-
gram Reservation, a PHA shall submit an
ApplicationI on the form prescribed by
HUD, identifying number and types of
units, site or location insofar as it has
been determined and relationship to
HAPs and site requirements, whether
new constructione acquisition with sub-
stantial rehabilitation or acquisition of
existing housing is proposed, the pro-
posdd production method which in the
case of new construction shall be the
turnkey method unless adequate justifi-
cation is furnished, a showing that the
household types for whose -needs the
project wil be developed will be in ac-
cordance fith § 841.103(a), and a state-
ment that the project will be developed
in accordance with- 8M1.103 with any
justification required thereunder. If the
Application identifies a site or sites, the
Chief Executive Officer of the unit of gen-
eral local government in which the pro-
posed housing is to be located should
have been requested by the PHA to pro-
vide a letter stating his finding as to con-
sistenby with the locality's approved
HAP, or in the absence of a HAP as to
whether there is or will be available In
the area public facilities and services
adequate to serve the proposed project.
Where such letter has been provided, it
shall-be attached to the PHA's Applica-
tion. The Application shall also be ac-
companied by a resolution of the local
governing body authorizing execution of
a Cooperation Agreement. If -a;Coopera-
tion Agreement already exists for the lo-
cation sufficient to cqver the number of
units in the Application, a statement to

- this effect may be included in the Ap-
plication.

(c) Preliminary Ldan. The Application
- for a, Program Reservation may include

an application for a preliminary loan,
- which must be-accompanied by a resolu-

tion of the local governing body ap-
proving the application for a preliminary
loan. Such an application shall state the
amount requested and explain the pur-
pose for which these funds are to be
used (§ 41.115).
§341.113 Field Office Review and Ap-

proval of Applications.
(a) Prerequisites to Application Ap-

proval. The Mield Office shall begin proc-

essing of complete Applications promptly the. number of units requested. The Pro-
after receipt, Each Application will be gram Reservation shall set a time limit
evaluated on the basis of all pertinent of one year within which the PHA must
factors under this part, In addition to submit an approvable Development Pro-
meeting the requirements of § 841.112, gram. The Field Office shall cancel the
an Application shall not be approved un- Program Reservation if the time limit is
less the Field Office determines that: exceeded unless the Field Office deter-

(1) The PHA's Application meets the mines, for good cause, to extend the time
requirements of § 841.103. . limit.

(2) It is likely that the financial feast- (e) Notification of Disapproval. Any
bility requirements for approval of the PHAwhose Application was not approved
DevelopmentProgram under § 841.117(c) by the Field Office shall be sent a letter
can be met. notifying the PHA of the determination

(3) The PHA has the capability to and of the reasons therefor.
provide adequate administration of the (f) Deficiency or Excess of Available
development and operation of the proj- Housing Assistance. (1) Where approved
ect and other, HUD-assisted prdJects of Applications are or become insufficient to
the PHA in compliance with all applica- utilize fully the available contract au-
ble HUD requirements with initial HUD thority and budget autho1ty, the Field
assistance and thereafter only occasional Office may give further consideration to
need for HUD assistance. Approval of an other Applications, affording PHAs an
Application shall'not be withheld because opportunity to remedy any deficiencies or
of minor administrative deficiencies. As maysolicitanApplicatlonfromotherap-
a minimum, the PHA shall have the ca- propriate PHAs for localities to which
pability to conply with all HU= require- the housing assistance may be reallo-
ments for prompt completion of develop- cated.
ment, the maintenance of complete and (2) If the available contract author-
accurate books of accounts and records, Ity and budget authority are not suffi-
the proper handling of funds, the timely cient for all the approvable Ayfplications.
-preparation and submission of reports, the Field Office shall approve the Appi-
the maintenance of the property, the cations which have the best combination
occupancy of the housing units, deter- of administrative capability, consistency
mination of and prompt collection of with HAPs and § 841.103, prior experi-
rents and the prompt processing of cvlc- ence of the PHA, comments, If any, re-
tions in case of nonpayment or other ceived from the appropriate A-95 Clear-
serious breach of a lease. inghouse and the unit of general local

(b) Designatca Site. If specific sites government and other factors under thi-
are designated for the proposed project part.
in the Application, the Field Office s'a' § 841.114 1Tim Schedule.
determine whether to approve the Appli-
cation, subject to subsequent tentative Promptly after issuanee of a Program
site approval after receipt of the Pre- Reservation, the PHA shall prepare and
liminary Site Report and compliance subffilt to the Field Office for approval a
with Section 213 and A-95, or withhold time schedule, consistent with the, dead-
decision until after completion of those line stated in the Program Reservation.
steps. In either event, the Field Office of all actions to be taken during plan-

sl promptly initiate the necessary ac- ning and construction of the project.
,ion to obtain compliance with Section § 8-1.115 Preliminary Loam.
213 and A-95:

(1) For purposes of compliance with (a) Amount. If a Program Reserva-
Section 213 of the HCD Act, H~lYD Peg- tion is Issued, the Field Office may ap-
ulations, Review of Applications for prove a preliminary loan to pay the cost
Housing Assistance; Allocation of Hous- of preliminary surveys and planning (in-
ing Assistance Funds (24 CFR Part 891; cluding the cost of appraisals) necessary
published in 41 FR 35660, August 23, to prepare a Development PrGgram. The
1976) sball be followed. maximum amount of the preliminary

(2) For A-95 clearance, HUD's Interim loan shall be $500 per unit ($1,000 per
Regulations, Implementation of OMB unit in Alaska); however, where the
Circular A-95 (24 CFR Part 52; published turnkey method is used, the amount ap-
in FR 41874, September 23, 1976) shall proved should be substantially less. The
be followed. Field Office shall review the PHA's ex-

(c) Notification of deflcencics. If the planation set forth in its Application of
evaluation discloses deficiencies that can the need for these funds and shall ap-
be corrected, the Field Office shall notify prove a preliminary loan in the amount
the PHA in writing of the deficiencies which the Field Office determines is a
and give the PHA a reasonable oppor- reasonable expenditure for the accom-
tunity to correct the deficiencies. plishment of tasks that are clearly nec-

(d) Notiffcation of approval. The Field essary to prepare the Development Pro-
Office shall issue a Program Reservation gram. Where the maxmum amount of
to the PHA whose Application Is ap- the preliminary loan-is insufficient, the
proved, specifying new construction, ac- Field Office may request authorization
quisition with substantial rehabilitation from the Assistant Secretary for Hous-
or acquisition of existing housing, the Ing-Federal Housing Commissioner to
production method and the location. If -provide additional preliminary loan
the Application is 'Approved for fewer
units than requested, the Program Reser- funds. Any such request shall be sup-
vation shall be accompanied by a state- ported by full justification for the pro-
ment of the reasons for not approving posed expenditures.
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(b) Preliminary Loan Contract.Where
a preliminary loan is approved, the PHA
and HUD shall execute a Preliminary
Loan Contract and related documents in
the form prescribed by HUD. Promptly
after execution of the Preliminary Loan
Contract, the PHA shall request Field-
Office approval for obtaining legal and
architectural services where such serv-
ices are necessary in connection with the
project.

(c) Repayment of Preliminary Loans.
The amount of preliminary loan funds
advanced by HU to the PHA are in-
cluded in the development cost of a proj-
ect and covered by the development loan
funds under the ACC. In the event the
project falls to reach ACC, the total
amount of preliminary loan funds ad-,
vanced to the PEA shall be repaid to
HUD by the PHA from any funds or as-
sets available for this purpose.

8 841.116 Site approval.

(a) Tentative Site Approval. Each site
shall comply with the criteria set forth
in § 841.108. Te PEA shall request tenta-
tive Field Office approval for each site
by submitting a Preliminary Site Report
on a form prescribed by H0D. The PHA
may submit the Preliminary Site Report
with the Application. Unless A-95 and
Section 213 compliance was completed
at the time of the App lication, the Field
Office shall obtain compliance by for-
warding copies of the Preliminary Site
Report in accordance with §841.113(b)
and Tentative Site Approval shall not be
given until the response periods for'A-95
and Section 213 have ended. Tentative
site approval shall not be given unless
HUD's environmental requirements have
been met. The Field Office shall notify
the PHA as soon as possible of tentative
site approval or disapproval of the pro-
posed sites or portions thereof. The no-
tification shall specifically state any con-
ditions to be met for final site approval.
A notification of disapproval shall state
the reasons for disapproval.

(b) Final Site Approval. To obtain.
final site approval, the PHA shall sub-
mit documentation that conditions, if
any, of tentative site approval have been
met, request a BUD appraisal and 'sub-
mit title information, site surveys and
evidence of site control which are satis-
factory to the Field Office. For acquisi-
tioh projects under Subpart D of this
part, the appraisal shall be of the "as is"
value of the property. The Field Office
shall not give final site approval or ap-
prove a Development Program until all
of these requirements have been satisfied.
Final site approval shall not constitute
authorization to acquire a site or prop-
erty.

(c) Site Acquisition. The PHA shall
not acquire a site or make a commitment
for acquisition until after execution of
the ACC.' Ownership of the site by the
PHA or developer as requiredby the pro-
duction method being used shall be ac-
complished prior to' execution of the
Construction Contract or Contract of
Sale.
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§ &41117 Development Program.
(a) Description. A Development Pro-

gram is a statement of the basic elements
of a project, which is- prepared by the
P A on a form and attachments pre-
scribed by HUD and includes: (1) Co-
operation Agreement, (2) Site documen-
tation required by § 841.116(b), (3) Pre-
limnary Plans and Specifications (or
Work Write-ups for acquisition projects
under Subpart D of this part), (4) Esti-
mate of Total Development Cost, (5)
Demonstration of Financial Feasibility
and (6) Updating of Administrative
Capability of the PEA. The Development
Program shall be adopted by the PHA
and submitted to the Field Office for
approval.

(b) Development Cost. (1) The Total
Development Costis the sum of allXUD-
approved costs for planning, site acquisi-
tion, administration, relocation, demoli-
tion, construction ana equipment and
their necessary fanancing (including in-
terest and other carrying charges, if any)
and in otherwise carrying out the de-
vdlopment of the project. Development
cost may include on-site streets and
driveways, on-site utilities, non-dwell-
ing facilities, a contingency allowance
and insurance premiums for the first
three years.

(2) For new construction projects,
dwelling construction ,and equipment
cost shall not exceed 110 percent of the
appropriate prototype cost for the area
published by.HUD (Appendix A). The
PHA may request a revision of the pub-
lished prototype costs at the time of its
Application or subsequently when the
-PHA believes that revision is necessary
to permit development of the project. For
acquisition projects under Subpart D of
this part, the Total Development Cost
shall not exceed 90 percent (or appro-
priately lower percentage if 'the acquired
project has less than a 40-year useful
-life) of the imputed development cost of
a comparable hypothetical newly con-
structed low-income housing project -un-
less th PHA demonstrates that a higher
amount is necessary for the acquisition
and rehabilitation of properties in ac-
cordance with a locally established plan
for neighborhood preservation and re-
vitalization and such higher amount is
approved by the Assistant Secretary for
Housing.

(3) Where the PEA would be required
to bear a part oFall of the cost of off-
site facilities if it were a private de-
veloper, the cost of such facilities may
be 'included in the Total Development
Cost: Provided, That the Field Office de-
termines that the off-site facilities are
a necessary appurtenance to the proj-
ect and the amount included is limited to
the lower of (i) the HUD approved esti-
mate of the cost of such facilities or (ii)
the enhancement in value of the proj-
ect site attributable to such facilities..
Where the cost of off-site facilities is re-
quired to be borne by the local govern-
ment without cost to the project, wheth-
er because of normal practice or 'by vir-
tue -of the Cooperation Agreement, the

cost of such facilities may not be In-
eluded in Tot4l Development Cost, but
the Field Office may arrange for a HUD
loan evidenced by an Off-Site Facilities
Note: Provided, That the Field Olflce de-
termines that the off-site facilities are
a necessary appurtenance to the project
and the amount Is lited to the lower
of (a) the HU approved estimate of
the cost of such facilities or (b) the en-
hancement in value of the project site
attributable to such facilities: And pro-
vided, That the PHA submits legally en-
forceable commitments,- acceptable to
HUD, to repay the cost of such facilities
from sources other than annual contri-
butions or project income.
(c) Financial feasibility test and op-

eating subsidies. (1) The Development
Program shall be approved only if the
Field Office determines that the project
is financially feasible based on the PHA's
'demonstration for the first five years of
operation, in the form prescribed by
HD, that the project's estimated op-
erating expenses do not exceed the esti-
mated operating. income for the five-
year period without the use of operating
subsidy.

(2) The estimate of operating income
shall be the projected income for the five
year period without use of operating sub-
sidy based upon 95 percent occupancy by
u tenant body selected in accordance
with regulations (based on 24 C R Part
'860) which are designed to:

(i) Avoid concentration of the most
economically and socially deprived fam-
ilies in the project;

(11) Preclude admission of applicants
whose habits and practices reasonably
may be expected to have a detrimental
effect on the tenants or the project en-
vironment;

(ill) Achieve a tenant body with a
.broad range of Incomes and rent-paying
ability which Is generally representativo
.of the range of incomes of low-income
families in the PEA's area of operation
as defined in state law; and ,

(iv) Achieve occupancy of at least 20
percent of the dwelling units by very low-
Income families.

Requirements or preferences for thoso
living in the Jurisdiction of the PBA at
the time of application are permissible
subject tO the following: No requirement
or preference may be based upon the
Identity or location of the housing which
is occupied or proposed to be occupied by
the applicant nor upon the length of timo
the applicant has resided in the Jurisdic-
tion; applicants who are working or whlo
have been notified that they are hired to
work in the Jurisdiction shall be treated
as residents of the Jurisdiction.
N (3) The PEA shall be committed to

selection of tenants, achievemeht and
maintenance of project occupancy and
operation of the project -in accordance
with the foregoing principles and as In-
dicated by Its demonstration of financial
feasibility submitted to HUD. No request
for operating subsidy based upon an op-
erating deficit with respect to the proJ-
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oct for any of the first five fiscal Years
'shall be considered by HUD unless the
PHA clearly shows to the satisfaction of
HUD that such operating def-cit -was due
to changes in circumstances which (i)'could not reasonably have been foreseen
at the time of the demonstfation of fi-
nancial feasibility, (i) were beyond the
control of the -PHA to prevent or miti-
gate, and (iii) were reported to FUD
promptly at the time of their occurrence.

(4) At no time shall an operating sub-
sidy be paid tihich together with the debt

-- tervice annual contribution would exceed
the Fair Market-Rents for an equivalent
number of similar housing units less the
aggregate rents Paid by the project-
tenants. '

(d) Annual Contributions Contract.
(1) The ACC shall be based on the BUD-
approved Development Program. Follow-
ing execution of an ACC, no modifica-
tions may be made in a Development
Program except in accordance with pro-
cedures prescribed by HUD.

(2) Under the ACC, HUD will provide
development loan funds or security for
the PHA to- obtain such funds from
sources other than BUD. This shall in-
clude an amount to cover the preliminary
loan, it any. HUD may. at any time re-
quire the PHA to obtain development
loan funds from sources other than BUD
secured by a pledge of HUD's agreement
under the ACC to advance monies to the
PHA or to make annual contributions
payments. Annual contributions payable
by HUD for debt-service shall in no case"
exceed a sum equal to the annual amount
of principal-and interest payable on ob-
ligations issued by the PHA to finance the
development or-acquisition cost of the
project. In no case shall such annual
contributions be in funds from sources
other than BUD secured by a pledge of
HUD's agreement under the ACC to ad-
vance monies to the PHA or to make
annual contributions payments. Annual
contributions payable by HUD for debt
service ihall in no case exceed a sum
equal to the annual amount of principal
and interest payable on obligations issued
by the PHA to finance the development
or acquisition cost of the project. In no
case shall such annual contributions be
in excess of the maximum sum specified
in- the ACC, nor shall the number of
annual contributions be greater than the
number authorized by the ACC, nor shall
-the annual contributions be paid over a
period in excess of forty years. Where the
Field-Office has determined that an ac-
quisition project Under Subpart D of this
-part has less than a forty year useful
life, the term of the ACC and the num-
ber of payments shall be appropriately
reduced. ,
- (3) In the event that a project does not
reach the point where annual contribu-
tions are payable by BUD, the amount of
development loan funds advanced to the
PHA by HUD or other sources shall be
repaid by the PHA from any funds' or
assets available for this purpose.
§ 841.118; Construction Requiremcnts.

(a) Economy. The PHA shall complete
development-df the project at the lowest

possible cost and in no event at a cost
in excess of the Total Development Cost
approved by BUD.

(b) Changes in Contracts. The PHA
shall not-order or agree to any changes
in or addtions-to the work required under
the Construction Contract or Contract of
Sale except as authorized by the pro-
visions of these contracts or with prior
BUD approval.

(c) Construction Inspections. (1) In-
spections during construction shall be
the responsibility of the PHA and shall
be performed-by an architect or other
qualified person pursuant to the HUD
prescribed requirements for the produc-
tion method involved. The PEA. shall
forward copies of all Inspection reports
to the Field Office with comments on
actions taken to remedy deficiencies.

(2) Fleld-Offce representatives shall
make on-site inspections as required by
HUD. A copy of each Inspection report
shall be sent to the PHA with recom-
mendations of actions to be taken by the
PHA.

(d) Final Inspection and Acceptance
of Project. (1) The contractor or devel-
oper shall notify the PHA in writing as
to the date when the contract work, or
stages when applicable, including agreed
to off-site work, will be completed and
ready for final inspection. If the PHA
determines that the state of the work is
as represented, the PRA shall promptly
notify 'the Field Office. The final inspec-
tion shall be made Jointly by the repre-
sentatives of the PHA, the Field Office
and the contractor or developer.

(2) If the Inspection discloses no defl-
ciencies other than punch list Items or
items awaiting seasonal opportunity to
complete, the PEA shall submit for Field
Office approyal an Interim Certificate of
Completion, which shall detail the Items,
and a Proposed time schedule agreed to
by the contractor or developer and the
PHA for completion of the Items. Upon
Field Office approval, the PHA may re-
lease- the monies to the contractor or
developer less the withholdings required
by the contract.

(3) The contractor or developer shall
complete the punch list items and items
awaiting seasonal opportunity in accord-
ance with the HUD-approved time sched-
ile for completion of the items. The con-

tractor or developer will be paid for such
items only'after inspection and accept-
ance by the PHA and the Field Office;
the PHA and Field Office shall not accept
any Items if there Is a dispute as to
whether such Items have been completed.
If the PHA is satisfied that the applicable
requirements of the contract have been
met, the PHA shall submit to the Field
Office a Final Certificate of Completion
and upon receiving Field Office approval
shall release to the contractor or devel-
oper the amounts withheld with respect
to such Items ih accordance with the
applicable provisions of the contract.

(4) If portions of a project constitut-
ing completed units are accepted in
stages, whether completed by one ormore
contractors or developers, such groups of
units may be treated as units for which
development has been completed for all
purposes of the ACC.

(e) Warranties. The Construction
Contract or Contract of Sale shall spec-
ify the warranty period applicable to all
items of construction, including items
covered by manufacturer's an4 supplier's
warranties, and shall provide for assign-
ment to the PHA of all manufacturer's
and supplier's warranties. The PHA shall
inspect each dwelling unit not less often,
than every three months during-the con-
tractor's or developer's warranty period
or periods beginning three months after
the date of the approved Interim Cer-
tificate of Completion, provided that
there shall be a final inspection in time
to exercise- rights before expiration of
these warranties. These Inspections shall
also cover all items under manufacturer's
and supplier's warranties and, to the ex-
tent feasible, the PHA shall check the
condition of Items covered by these war-
ranties so as not to lose any rights under
them.

Subpart B-Turnkey Method--New
Construction

§ 841.201 Description.
Under the Turnkey method, the PRA,

following issuance of a Program Reser-
vation, advertises for developers to sub-
mit-proposals to provide a completed
project, including site, as described in the
PHA's Invitation for Proposals and the
developer's packet. The PHA selects, sub-
Ject to HUD approval, the best of the
proposals received, taking into consid-
eration site, price, design, the developer's
experience-and other evidence of ability
to complete the project. After HUD ap-
proval of the iroposal selected by the
PHA, the working drawings and specifi-
cations are agreed to by the developer,
the PHA and BUD, and the developer
and the PHA enter into a Contract of
Sale. The developer Is fully responsible
for all development and construction,
including the provision of necessary
financing. Upon completion of the proj-
ect in accordance with the Contract of
Sale, the PHA purchases the project from
the developer.
§ 841.202 Invitation for proposals.

(a) Preparation and Distribution. The
PEA shall prepare and submit to the
Field Office the Invitation for Proposals
and the developer's packet containing
full project information and detailed
minimum submission requirements
which shall be in full compliance with
the provisions of this part and as ap-
proved by HUD. Upon approval by the
Field Office, the PHA shall publish the
Invitation at least weekly for two con-
secutive weeks in a local newspaper of
general circulation and shall also dis-
tribute, to the extent feasible, copies of
the Invitation to the media, trade asso-
ciations, local minority L organizations
and developers and builders. The PHA
shall furnish a copy of the developer's
packet to all Parties Indicating interest
n responding to the Invitation. The In-
vitation shall specify a deadline by which
proposals must be received by the PHA
and a date, time and place for opening of
proposals.

(b) Preselected Sites. The PA may,
if approved by the Field Office, preselect
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a site. The PHA's request to preselect a
site shall Identify the site and shall in-
clude a justification stating the reasons
why preselection Is requested, Preselected
sites must receive final site approval from
the Field Office prior to publication of
the Invitation for Proposals. If approved
by the Field Offide, the PHA's Invitation
shall identify the preselected site and
invite developers to submit proposals
with regard to that site. The Invitation
shall state that proposals involving other
sites may also be submitted and that the
fact that a site was preselected will not
be taken into account in evaluating
proposals.
§ 841.203 Opening of Proposals.

The PHA shall open all proposals re-
ceived at the time and place specified
in the Invitation; proposals received
after the deadline shall be returned un-
oioened. The PHA shall send copies of
each opened proposal to the Field Office.
§ 841.204 Evaluation and Selection.

(a) Evaluation. The PHA shall eval-
uate each proposal on the basis of cost,
site, design and amenities and experi-
ence of the developer and/or builder.
The PHA shall select the lowest cost
proposal, unless the PHA can justify an-
other selection on the basis of specific
points of superiority. The PHA shall
tentatively select the best of the propo-
sals received in response to the Invita-
tion and submit to the Field Office its
rationale for the tentative selection with
a request for 311D approval.

(b) Preliminary Site Report. The
PHA's submission of its tentative selec-
tion shall be accompanied by a Prelimi-
nary Site Report and request for an
appraisal in accordance with § 841.116
for the site or sites in the tentatively
selected proposal.

(c) Field Ofice Review. The Field Of-
fice shall review the PHA documenta-
tion and selection, process the Prelimi-
nary Site Report to final site approval,
in accordance with J 841.116, and notify
the FA of approval or disapproval of
the selection.

(d) Selection. (1) After obtaining
HUD approval, the PAA shall notify the
developer of the selection. This notifi-
cation shall set a date by which either
the preliminary plans and specifica-
tions or working drawings and specifi-
cations are to be submitted and shall
advise that after HUD's receipt of these
documents, HUD" will set a date for a
negotiation conference.

(2) The PHA shall prepare a state-
ment setting forth the factors which
contributed to the selection of-the de-
veloper and make the statement avail-
able for public inspection.
§ 841.205 Negotiation Confererhce.

(a) Negotiation. On the basis of the
preliminary plans and specifications or
the working drawings ,andspecifications
and Field Office review of these docu-
ments, the parties shall negotiate the
purchase price and other project re-

quirements necessary for the prepara-
tion of the Development Program.

(b) Preliminary Contract of Sale. At
this conference the developer will ad-
vise the PHA whether he will want a
Preliminary Contract of Sale before hav-
ing the working drawings and specifica-
tions prepared. If go, the parties shall
agree on a purchase price for the site
and a price for the architectural and
engineering services and,'in such case,
the negotiated price of the project shall
be subject to reduction' after comple-
tion of the working drawings land
specifications.
§841.206. Development -Prograin and

ACC.
On the basis of the developer's pro-

posal and any modifications as a result of
the negotiations, the PHA shall prepare
and submit to the Field Office the De-
velopment Program. The Field Office
shall review the Development Program
to assure that all requirements have been
met and after approval of the Develop-
ment Program, the Field Office shall pre-
pare and process the documents required
for execution of the ACC.
§ 841.207 Contract of Sale.

Following execution of the ACC, the
parties shall execute the Contract of Sale
on the HUED prescribed form if the De-
veloper previously submitted working
drawings and specifications. If the De-
velopment Program included only pre-
liminary plans and specifications, the
PHA and the developer nay execute a
Preliminary Contract of Sale on the
HUD prescribed form which states their
mutual obligations during the period
that the working drawings and specifica-
tions are being prepared and, upon HlD
approval of the. working drawings and
specifications, the PEA and the de-
veloper shall execute the Contract of
Sale.
§ 841.208 Construction requirements. -

The requirements for changes in the
Contract of Sale, inspections during con-
struction, acceptance and warranties are
stated in § 841.118. The PHA shall con-
tract with an Architect on the HUD pre-
scribed form for the performance of in-
spection services during construction.

Subpart C-Conventional Method-New
Construction

§ 841.301 Description.
The PEA shall use the, turnkey method

for new construction unless the PHA can
demonstrate in its application and the
Field Office determines that the conven-
tional method will permit development of
the project at direct arid indirect costs,
including consideration of total-levelop-
ment cost and administrative costs of the
PHA and HUD, that are less than woulc
be required under the turnkey method.
Under the conventional method, the
PHA contracts with an architect to pre-
pare plans and specifications for a pro-
posed project on a site owned by the
PHAI Following HUD approval of the
plans and specifications, the PHA ad-
vertises for bids from contractors to

build the project and awards the Coil-
struction Contract to the lowest respon-
sible bidder, subject to HUD approval.
The contractor provides assurance in the
form of 100 percent performance and
payment bonds, or other security ap-
proved by HUD, such as a letter of credit
or escrow. The contractor receives pro-
gress payments from the PITA during
construction and a final payment upon
completion in accordance with the Con-
struction Contract.
§ 841.302 Site selection.

Following issuance of a Program Res-
ervation, the PHA shall, if it has not
already done so, select sites in accord-
ance with the criteria stated in § 841.108
and shall request site approval in accord-
ance with § 841.116. The PEA may op-
tion a site during this process.
§841.303 Development Program and

ACC.
The PEA shall contract with an archi-

tect on the HUD prescribed form. The
architect shall prepare schematic desigi
plans and specifications in accordance
with § 841.109 and as prescribed by the
PHA. Based on these plans, the architect
shall prepare a detailed estimate of proj-
ect construction cost covering all work
to be included ;In the construction con-
tract. After review and approval by the
Field Office of these plans and estimates,
the PHA shall prepare and submit the
Development Program as specified In
§ 841.117. The Field Office shall review
the Development Program to assure that
all requirements have been met. Upon
approval of the Development Program,
the Field Office shall prepare nd process
the documents required for execution of
an ACC.
§8141.304 Construction Contract and

Bidding Documents.
Following execution of the ACC, the

PHA and Its architect shall prepare the
construction and bid documents and sub-
mit them to the Field Office for approval.
The Field Office shall determine that the
bidding documents, the procedures for
inviting bids, the proposed Construction
Contract and attachments and all draw-
ings and specifications are In compliance
with H UD requirements. Following HUI)
approval, the PHA shall Publish the ad-
vertisement for bids. A standard packago
of bid documents shall be issued to each
prospective bidder.
§ 841.305 Award of Contract.

The PHA shall award the Coistruction
Contract to the lowest responsible bidder
after obtaining HUD approval of the pro-
posed award. Following the receipt of
Fiqld Office approval, the PHA and con-
tractor shall execute the Construction
Contract and the PHA shall issue the
Notice to Proceed directing the contrac-
tor to commence work.
§ 841.306 Construction requirements.

The -requirements for changes In con-
struction contracts, Inspections during
construction, acceptance and warrantile
are stated in P 841.118.
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Subpart D--Acquisitid Method

§ 841.401 Description.

Under the acquisition method, the PEA
acqitres- an existing property which may
need no rehabilitation or may require
substantial rehabilitation -to -serve as
low-income housing. A PHA may co l-
binejproperties requiring substantial re-
habilitation with properties requiring no
rehabilitation in a single project.

§ 841.402 Property Selection.
(a) Types of Property. Structures of

various types may be appropriate for use
in an acquisition project, including non-
housing structures which may be con-
verted to housing use. Structures, other
than those assisted under the Act, owned
by a PHA, or city, county or state govern-
ment, as well as HUD-owned, held or
insured properties, are eligible for selec-
tion.

(b) Other Considerations. In addition
to § 841.108, the PHA in its property se-
lection shall consider:

(1) The design and quality of original
construction as well as the degree, com-
plexity and cost of rehabilitation neces-
sary to place the property in acceptable
physical condition, and

(2) The feasibility of relocating site
_occupants during and after rehabilita-
tion, and availability of funds for this
-purpose, if applicable.

§ 841.403 Rehabilitation standads.

Projects shall be rehabilitated In com-
pliance with § 8;'1.109 and all acquired
projects must comply with HUD regula-
tions issued pursuant to the Lead Based
'Paint Poisoning Prevention Act (42
,U.S.C. 4801).

§841.404 Turney proceddres.

The PHA may invite proposals from de-
velopers who will provide the properties
and perform the rehabilitation. The PHA
may preselect a property in accordance
with, § 841.202(b). The procedures set
forth in Subpart B of this part shall be

--followed.

§ 841A05 Conventional procedures.
The procedures set forth in Subpart C

of this part shall be followed.
841.406 " Prequalified contractors.

Subject to Field Office approval, the
PHA may develop a llsf of prequalifled
contractors or developers by advertising
and giving an- opportunity to all inter-
ested contractors or developers to submit
information concerning their past ex-
perience and qualifications. Thereafter,
the PEA may invite only prequalifled
contractors or developers to submit bids
or proposals. The award shall be made to
the lowest responsible, prequalifled con-
tractor or the selection shall be made of
the-best proposal from aprequalifled de-

S veloper.:

PROPOSED RULES

§ 841.407 Acquisition without relialili-
tation.

If no rehabilitation work is required,
the PEA shall select the property in ac-
cordance with the criteria set forth in
§ 841.108 and 841.402 and request site
approval in accordance with § 841.116.
Following final site approval and ap-
proval of the property, the PHA shall"
prepare and 'ubmit a Development Pro-
gram (which shall include the cost of
any minor repair or redecoration needed
before occupancy) in accordance with
§ 841.117. Upon approval, the Field Office
shall prepare and proces the documents
required for execution of the ACC. The
Field Office shall arrange the closing at
which the purchase of the property shall
be accomplished.

§ 41.403 Force Account.
The force account method, whereby

the PHA uses its existing staff or hires
additlonal personnel to perform some or
all of the work, may be used only in ex-
ceptional cases. Use of this method must
be Justified and the PHA must demon-
strate in its Application that it has the
capability to successfully implement this
method. An exceptional case could be a
project or unit of work of unusually
small size, a project involving properties-
requiring only minor rehabilitation or a
project involving individual small struc-
tuires requiring major rehabilitation
where it is necessary to utilize many
separate sets of detalied plans and speci-
fications or other contract documents
and the work of preparing, advertising,
awarding and administering such con-
tracts would be disproportionately diffi-
cult, time-consuming and high in cost.
Work under this method shall be subject
to David-Bacon wage rates. The force
account method may be coifibined with a
conventional Construction Contract for
other portions of the rehabilitation. The
Field Office may specify special condi-
tions or procedures dslgned to assure
timely completion of the work within the
'approved development cost.
APPENDL~ A-PnoTorn' Cosr Lr.ns von

Low-INcon HOUsno
A. UIT POTOrE COST

1. Prototype cost comprI=3 the cost of
dwelling structures, account lNo. 2460, and
dwelling equipment, account No. 1465, ao
described. In "Low-Rent Housing Accounting
Handbook 7510.1," chapter 3, recton 15,
vwhich include their pro rata share of the
builders' fee and overhead, insurance, social
security, sales tax, and bonds.

2. Prototype cost does not include the ccats
df site acquisitions, site improvement, non-
dwelling structures or spaces (and equip-
ment), planning (architectural-engincering
fees, permit fees, inspection, and similar
costs), relocation, interest or local authority
administrative costs, all of which are de-
scribed in "Low-Rent Housing Accounting
Handbook 7510.1," chapter 3, section 15.

50953

3. Prototype cost takes into account corn-
plianco with applicable HUD Minimum Prop-
erty Standards and planning and design
criteria described in HUD Handbook 7410.1,
chapter 3. Currently copies of HUD Hand-
books are mdntained and available for pub-
110 inspection In the O11ce of Public Infer-
matlon, room 1104, Department of Housing
and Urban Development, 451 Seventh Street
S.W., wa.hington, D.C. 20410, and in each of
the Department', regional, area and insuring
omces

4. Prototype cost takes into account:
(a) The extra durability and special fea-

ture3 required for safety and security and
economical nafutenance of such housing,

(b) The provision of amenities designed
to guarantee a. safe and healthy family life
and neighborhood environment,

(c) The application of good design as an
essential component of such housing for
safety and cecurity as well as other purposes,

(d) The maintenance of quality in archi-
tecture to reflect the standards of neighbor-
hood and community,

(e) The need for rnniiig the conserva-
tion of energy for heating, lighting, and
other purpoces,

(f) The effectiveness of existing cost limits
in the arca, and

(g) The advice and recommendations of
local housing producers.

D. Psoaxo PnOrOTrVs co.ss

1. The project prototype cost i- the sum
of the unit prototype costs for the dwellings
of various sizes and types comprising the
project. The total cost of dwelling construc-
tion and equipment (accounts 1460 and
1405), and the related proportionate share
of the contingency established by any devel-
opment cost budget shall not exceed the sum
of 105 percent of the project prototype costs
for the dwellings to be constructed.

2. A request for approval of a cost which
exceed3 the 105 percent cost limitation but
which Is not In excezs of the statutory 110
percent may be submitted to the Regional
Administrator. Such requests shall be sup-
ported by a detailed justification with respect
to the particular project., taking into account
all of the circumstances involved and dem-
onstrating that such approval is necessary
and desirable in carrying out the-objectives
of the Act.

3. If it is found at any time between an-
nual updates that all or part of the current
prototype cost for a field office jurisdiction
are unworkable, the procedures outlined in
HUD Handbooks 7410.1 and 7410.2 (1-74)
will be followed for requesting revisions.

4. Development cost budgets, awards Of
main construction contracts, preliminary
contracts of sale, and contracts of sale for
turnkey projects will not be approved unle-
an appropriate prototype cost for the area Is
published in the Fsnzas, R=isim.

11om.-For FR page references to the list
of Prototype Per Unit Cost Schedules Issued
under this Appendix but not carried in the
Code of Federal Regulations, consult the List
of CFM Scotion3 affected.

Dated: November 12, 1976.

JA~ms L. YouNG,
Assistant secretary for Housing,

Federal Housing Commissioner.

1[R DoO.7W-4015 Filed 11-17-76;8:45 ami
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DEPARTMENT- OF
TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration
[ 14 CFR Part 25 1

[Docket No. 16280; Notice No. 76-251

TRANSPORT CATEGORY AIRPLANE
FATIGUE REGULATORY REVIEW PROGRAM

Invitation to Submit Proposals for
Consideration

The Federal Aviation Administration
gives public notice of the Transport
Category Airplane Fatigue Regulatory
Review. This Review program will be ad-
ministered by the Safety Regulations Di-
vision, Flight Standards Service, and will
proceed according to the followin
schedule of events: (1) Submittal of pro-
posals by January 7, 1977; (2) Distribu-
tion of a Conference Agenda (containing
a compilation of submitted proposals) by
February 9, 1977; (3) The holding of a
Transport Category Airplane Fatigue
Regulatory Review Conference at the
Sheraton-National Hotel, Arlington,
Virginia 22204, during March 15-17,
1977; (4) Theissuanceofa notice of pro-
posed rulemaking; and (5) The analysis
of comments and adoption of appro-
priate amendments.

Background. After the Airworthiness
Review Conference held in Washington
on December 2-11, 1974,, the FAA indi-
cated that action on several proposed re-
visions of the structural fatigue require-
ments in §§ 25.571 and 25.573 would not
be taken. Subsequently, an FAA-Industry
group was formed to discuss the issues
involved in revising these requirements.
This group has met on several occasions,
enabling a fruitful exchange of views.
The FAA now wishes to obtain-the par-
ticipation of all interested persons in this
regulatory effort. In view of-the complex
technical issues that must be resolved,
the FAA believes that this Transport
Category Airplaine Fatigue Regulatory
Review, with its associated Review Con-
ference, is the most effective procedure
for attaining that objective.

The FAA notes further that the subject
of international structural fatigue stand-
ards was discussed at the l1th meeting
of the ICAO Airworthiness Committee
during February 1976. The United States
position on such international standards
will necessarily be based on the regula-
tory outcome of this Part 25 Fatigue Re-
view.

Scope of the Review. The Transport
Category Airplane Fatigue Regulatory
Review will deal exclusively with pro-
posals to amend the structural fatigue
requirements set forth in §§ 25.571 and
25.573 of Part 25 of the Federal Aviation
Regulations.

Proposals invited. Interested persons,
both foreign and domestic, are invited to
submit any proposals they deem appro-
priate to amend the structural fatigue
requirements set forth in §§ 25.571 and
25.573 of Part 25 of the Federal Aviation
Regulations. All proposals should be sub-
mitted in duplicate to the Federal Avia-

tion Administration, Flight Standards
Service, Airworthiness Review Branch,
AFS-910, 800 Independence Avenue, SW.,
Washington, D.C. 20591. To ensure their
consideration, proposals must-be received
by the FAA by January 7,1977.

Required format and information. The
FAA has found, during past review pro-
grams, that the processing and evalua-
tion of regulatory proposals are greatly
facilitated when they are submitted in
standard format and contain certain
kinds of information. The Appendix to
this notice contains a sample of the
format that should be used, with several
clerical guidelines. Each proposal should
contain at least the following informa-
tioA:

(1) The full name or title of the pro-
ponent, or an acceptable acronym.

(2) The FAR section affected.
(3) A short title identifyinL the sub-

ject of the proposal, In 10w6rds or less.
-(4) The specific regulatory language

proposed to attain the objective sought,
or a precise statenient of that objective.

(5) The language of the current rule
that the proposal would change.

(6) An explanation and justification
of the proposal, including answers to the
following questions:

a. What is the background?
b. Why is the proposed change neces-

sary?
c. What data, reports, records, etc.,

support the proposal?
d. What are the probable economic

consequences, if any?
When more than' one proposal is sub-

mitted to attain the objective sought, the
information in item 6. above may be
stated in one of the proposals and cross-
referenced in the others.

Conferenee Agenda. The FAA will pre-
pare a Conference Agenda containing a
compilation of the proposals submitted,
including d number of FAA proposals.
The Conference Agenda will be distri-
buted by February 9, 1977, to each per-
son who has submitted a proposal or who
has expressed an interest in this Reg-
ulatory Review. At that time, a Notice
of AMailability of the Transport Category
Airplane Fatigue Review Conference
Agenda will be issued and published in
the FEDERAL REGISTER.

Proposals received in response to this
notice will not necessarily appear in the
Conference Agenda. Those that are re-
ceived-too late, are beyond the scope of
this Regulatory Review, do not follow the
prescribed format, or lack the essential
information previously outlined, may not
be included. Further, the FAA will not
include proposals that are not adequately
justified, would require further research,
or are not likely to generate fruitful dis-
cussion at the Conference; these would
be dropped or deferred for further study
and possible future consideration.

The Conference Agenda, in addition to
providing general information on the
Conference (including information on
registration for the Conference and hotel
reservations), will contain detailed in-

formation on the scheduling of the pro-
posals for discussion.

Conference. Persons who plazi to at-
tend the Conference should be aware of
the following procedures, which have
been established to facilitate the work-
ings.of the Conference:

1. The Conference will begin at 9 a.m.
on the morning of March 15, 1977, at the
Sheraton-National Hotel, Arlington, Vir-
ginia. There will be no admission fee or
other charge to attend and participate.
All Conference sessions will be open, on
a space available basis, to all persons who
registered to attend. If necessary to com-
plete the Conference Agenda, sessions
may be- extended to evenings or
additional days.

2. One or more committees, each
chaired by the FAA, will be established to
discuss the proposals in the Conference
Agenda.

3. All Conference sessions will be re-
corded. Copies of the tapes may be pur-
chased, at fees determined in accordance
with 49 CPR 7.950), from the Office of
the Chief Counsel, AGC-24, Federal
Aviation Administration, 800 Independ-
ence Avenue SW., Washington, D.C.
20591.

4- The FAA will not consider material
presented at the Conference by partici-
pants on any issue that Is not contained
in the Conference Agenda. Position pa-
pers or clarification of language in the
proposals may be accepted at the dis-
cretion of the Committee Chairman.

5. Proposals appearing in the Confer-
ence Agenda will not necessarily be In-
cluded in a notice of proposed rulemak-
ing. Statements made by FAA partio-
pants at the Conference should not be
taken as expressing a final FAA position,
The FAA will decide, after post-Confer-
ence analysis, which proposals will be
revised, expanded, or accepted without
change, for inclusion In a notice of pro-
posed rulemaking, and which will be do-
ferred or rejected.

Pending notices and pctitions for rile-
making. As previously mentioned, several
proposals to revise the structural fatigue
requirements In current §§ 25.571 and
25.573 were submitted for consideration
during the"December 2-11, 1974, Air-
worthiness Review Conference. These
were either deferred or withdrawn, ex-
cept for one which appeared as Pro-
posal 7-27 in Airworthiness Review No-
tice 75-26 (40 FR 24802). The FAA plans
to withdraw this proposal pending dis-
cussions at the Transport Category
Airplane Fatigue Regulatory Review
Conference.

There are no other pending notices of
proposed rulemaking, or petitions for
rulemaking, which fall within the scope
of this Regulatory Review.

Proposed and final rulemaking. The
proposals in the Conference Agenda, and
the related discussions at the Confer-
ence. will be used by the FAA In de-
veloping an appropriate notice of pro-
posed rulemaking which will be published
in the FERAL REGISTER. This notice,
when published, will provide interested
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persons an opportunity to comment on 1423), See. G(o), Dcpartment of Transporta-
specific proposed amendments to part , tion Act (49 U.S.C. 1055(0)))

25. Final rules adbpted pursuant to that - Issued in Washington, D.C. on Novem-
notice will be Issued after consideration ber 15, 1976.
-of all comments received. . F. SMU Y,
(Sees. 313(a), 601, and 603, Federal Aviation Director,
Act of 1958 (49 U.S.C. 1364(a), 1421, and Fl|g1't Standards Service.

APPxxm-FoLa=T FoR PnOPOSMZ

The format below should be used in developing propoas for consideration during the
Fatigue Review Conference. In addition, each proposa should be submitted on a sep-
arate page. The text'should be within margins not more than GI Inches vide nor more than
9 nches long, so that it can be printed on 8 x 10O inch paper.

Proposal: (Leave blank-for FAA use).
From: Mr. John Doe.

Index: (Leave blank-for FAA use).

Proposal
Revise § 25.571(c) (1) to read as follows:

125.571 Fatigue evaluation o
ture.

(1) hinert proposed revised Ia

FORMSAT

FAn: 25.671(c) (1)
Subject: Fail-safe fntlguo uubstantlation

Currt entRul

I 25.71 Fatigue evaluation of flight t'uc-
tura.

f flight struc- -(c) Fail safe strength. IXt must be hown. by
analysis, tests, or both. that catastrophic

0 failure or exce_,ivo structural deforma-
ton, that could adveraely affect theoflight
characterisUcs of the airplane, are not
probable after fatigue failure or obvious

0 0 partial failure of a single principal struc-
tural element After these types of failure
of a single principle structural element,
the remaining structure must be able to
withstand static loads corresponding to
the following:

(1) An ultimate maneuvering load factor
of 2.0 atVe.

- XPL&ATIOrT A1M 5USTFCNTrON

[Outline the background,- and ret forth the rationale cupporting the proposed change.
Include an estimate of its probablo economlo consequences.]

[FS Doc.76-34127 Filed 11-17-70,8:45 am]

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL 41, NO. 224-THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 18, 1976





THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 18, 1976

PARtT IV:

FEDERAL ENERGY
ADMINISTRATION

CRUDE OIL PRICES

Further Corrective Action to Comply
With Statutory Composite Price Levels;
Proposed Rulemaking and Public Hearing



FEDERAL ENERGY If preliminary results for September,
ADMINISTRATION 1976, are confirmed by available data, in

- December, 1976, a continuation of the
10CFR Part 212] present freeze on crude oil price ceilings

CRUDE OIL PRICES until July 31, 1977, would be sufficient-to
Further Corrective Action To Comply With correct fully for all crude oil pricing

Statutory Composite Price Levels; Pro- overages which have occurred orwhich
posed Rulemaking and Public Hearing shall have occurred since February, 1976.

However, later data may indicate that
A. Introduction and Summary. The 'this course of action would not be suf-

Federal Energy Administration hereby ficient, and in such event PEA would be
gives notice of a proposal to authorize empowered under this proposal to reduce
further corrective action by FEA, in- upper tier ceiling price levels to the ex-
cluding a rollback of upper tier crude oil tent necessary (possibly as much as 10 to
price ceilings, if necessary, in order to 20 cents per barrel, under a very un-
compensate for amounts by which the favorable combination of circumstances)
actual weighted average first sale price to reduce cumulative excess revenues to
of domestic crude oil has exceeded the zero by July 31, 1977.
maximum weighted average first_ sale In accordance with procedures outlined
price established by the Energy Policy in Section E, below, PEA will hold public
and Conservation Act ("EPCA"). These hearings on November 29, 1976, as well as
amounts appear to have increased receive written comment with respect to
significantly in September, 1976, the this proposal.
latest month for which data is available. B. Background. 1. Implementation of

Based on preliminary data, the EPCAI, Price Schedule No. 1. The Energy
amounts in excess of the statutory limits Policy and Conservation Act, Pub. L. q4-
increased by $33 million in September 163, December 22, 1975, ("ElCA"), ex-
due primarily to recent statutory and tended price controls on domestic crude
regulatory amendments relating to oil for a 40-month period beginning
qualification for stripper well status and -February 1, 1976, under a weighted aver-
the definition of "property." These age or statutory'composite price initially
amendments appear to have contributed set at $7.66 per barrel. The EPCA in-
to a decline)of approximately 2.28 per- eluded provisions permitting the com-
centage points in the ratio of lower tier posite price to be increased to account
crude ,oil to total domestic production. for inflation (thereby maintaining the
This change in the relative proportions composite price' in real dollar terms)
oflower and upper tier crude oil produc- and to provide an incentive to increase
tion results in an automatic increase in production. Until amended by the Energy
the actual weighted average or com- Conservation and Production Act, Pub.
Dosite price for crude oil even though L. 94-385, August 14, 1976, ("ECPA") the
upper and lower tier crude oil ceiling production incentive factor was-subject
prices have remained since July 1, 1976, to a three percent limitation annually
at the maximum levels permissible for and a 10 percent-annual limitation was
June, 1976. imposed on the combined inflation ad-

Alternative proposals upon which justment qnd production incentive
comments are requested are: (1) a roll- factors.
back of upper tier price levels by an
estimated $1.40 to $1.60 per barrel during TA=, I.-Projefionm f& 19-76
December, 1976, and January, 1977, in
order to compensate fully by January 31, Estimated EstimateA -
1977, for cumulative pricing ovdrages ovetr te per"er
since February which, as of September. lwpr .rtoil
(preliminary data), totalled nearly $200
million; (2) a continuation of the pres- February .-..... $5.25 0.0
ent limitation on crude oil ceiling prices march ------------- 5.28 51.9.
at their June, 1976, levels through De- Aprir .............. 5.31 59.6
cember, ,1976, in order to obtain more rune ----------- • 5.s .3
complete data, followed, by appropriate July .------ 5.41 5q.0
compensatory action extending over a Septeber- - 6.48 63.4
seven-month period (January to July, October -------------- 5.51 58.2
1977) in order to compensate fully by November----------- 6 5.54 57.
July 31, 1977, for cumulative pricing
overages through December, 1976, while
also' minimizing disruptive effects on
domestic production which might result It should be noted that as the percent-
from option (1) ; and (3) depending upon 'age of upper tier crude oil increases rela-
the results of data for December, 1976, tive to the percentage of lower tier prude
under alternative (2), further continue oil, the composite or weighted average
the price freeze pending consideration by price of upper and lower tier crude oil
Congress of an energy action to be sub- increases automatically, even though
mitted by PEA pursuant to section 8(e) there is no change in the upper tier or
of the Emergency Petroleum Allocation lower tier ceiling price. To illustrate this
Act, as amended ("EPAA"), under effect, a hypothetical lower/upper tier
which a one-time increase in the statu- crude oil "mix" of 100 percent/0 percent
tory composite price for January, 1977, would result in a "weighted average"
sufficient to compensate for total cumu- price which equals the lower tier priqe
Iative receipts projected to exist at that (e.g., $5.25 per barrel, as in Table I),
time, would be proposed. i while the extreme opposite "mix" of 0

Under the two-tier pricing system
established by the FEA on February 1,
1976, pursuant to the EPCA (41 VR
4931, February 3, 1970), the situation

,in February, 1976, was assumed to be as
follows: lower tier crude oil, estimated
at 60 percent of total domestic produc-
tion, was being sold at an average estl-
mated price of $5.25 per barrel; upper
tier crude oil (including, at that tine,
stripper well production), estimated at
40 percent of total domestic production,
was being sold at, an estimated average
price of $11.28 per barrel; and the
weighted average of the two tiers
equalled the applicable statutory compo-
site price for first sales of crude oil of
$7.66 per barrel ($5.25X0.60+$11.28X
0.40=$7.66).

Pursuant to the EPCA, FEA issued
regulations on April 8, 1976, which ap-
plied a 9.8 percent annual rate of in-
crease to the statutory composite price,
beginning March 1, 1976, based on a
three percent production incentive and
the then-applicable inflation rate of 6,8
percent (41 PR 15568, April 13, 1976).
Under these regulations, the full per-
centage amounts available to reflect the
impact of inflation and to provide a
production incentive were initially ap-
plied at equal rates to the upper and
lower tier prices within the constraints
of the adjusted statutory composite
limit. Based on an estimated national
decline rate of eight percent annually
relating to lower tier crude oil produc-
tion, plus a continuation of the then-
current 6.8 percent annual rate of in-
flation, PEA projected the data shown
below in Table I fdr 1976, which was
used in computing the- initial schedule
of crude oil pri e adjustments (Price
Schedule No. 1):

Undrl ing Prico Schcdulo No. I

Estimated Estimated Statutory
average percent compozIto

+ upper tier X upper tier M riepnIco c crude oil

$11.23 40.0 $7. CIO
11.35 40.2 7,2J
11.42 40.4 7.78
11.49 40.7 7.0i
11.56 40.9 7.91
11.62 41.1 7.97
11.70 41.3 8.0
11.77 41.6 8.0
11.8 1 41.8 8.10
11.91 42.0 5.22
11.98 42.3 £1.28

percen t lower tier and 100 percent up-
per tier crude oil would result in
a "weighted average" price which equals
the upper tier price (e.g., $11.28 per bar-
rel, as in Table I). Thus, using the fore-
going illustrative prices, for each percen-
tage point reduction in the amount of
lower tier'brude oil, there would be an in-
crease of approximately six cents per
b .rrel in the resulting actual weighted
average composite price. Depending
upon the magnitude of the shift in "mix"
from lower tier crude oil toward upper
tier crude oil, some or even all of the
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maximum 10 percent annual increase in
the statutory composite price limitation
will be needed to account for this fator.

-'nder the assumptions of Price Schedule
No. 1, for example, the three percent an-
nual price increase in the statutory com-
posite price as a production incentive was
projected increasingly to be accounted
for by this shift effect rather than by
actual increases in lower tier or upper
tier crude oil laices, such that by mid-
1978 the projected amount of the adjust-
ments to the actual ceiling prices were
reduced to levels which were less than
the 6.8 percent rate of inflation then be-
ing used for projection purposes.
. The data-in Table Z translated into
regulatory -terms under. Price Schedule
No. 1, authorized" the following crude
oil ceiling price levels for 1976:

TABLE l-From Price Schedule NQ. I

Lower tier Upper tier
Month (1976) Wday 15,1973, Sept. 30, 197

posted Prime IPstd Price
plum:, less:

Febrnary - L 35 9112

.u ; ----- -----
.Auglistober

" ovember -------
3Demrnnber ......

1.41
1.45-
1.48
1.81
L54
1.58
1.61
.L64

1,ho price rrto n0CFR 2.73b)().
IThe price refened to in 10 CFR 212.74(b) 1).

2. Price Schedule No. 2. Subsequent
issuance of Price Schedule No. 1, F
collected and analyzed- data on act
crude oil prices for February and Ma
under its new crude oil first sale P3
and volume reporting procedures. Th
data disclosed that EA 's initial pi
and volume estimates, although generi
realistic for purposes of initial im;
mentation of the EPCA and indus
planning, had- resulted in act
weighted average first sale prices t
were in excess of the statutory compo,price limittions. Accordingly,
halted further increases in upper i
lower tier price levels effective July
1976, for a period of two months,
minimize- any further pricing exce-
pending review-by FEA of more comp]
price and volume data.-This action-
effected by issuance of Price Sched
No. 2 which superseded Price Sched
No. 1 effective July 1, 1976 (41 FR 2711
July 6,1976).
- As explained in the notice accompai
Ing Price Schedule No. 2, actual data
February and March (subject to fl
verification) compared with the assbt
tions and estimates underlying P
Sehedule No. 1 was as shown below
Table II:

SlPrce Schedule No. 1, effective 11arcl
1976, was issued subject to revision to t
Into account changing rates of inflation:
other factors. It was in fact superseded
Price Schedule No. 2 effective July 1. 1,
as noted below.

TAnUIII

Actual )atlmath d cr
- prtcd

Fcbruary

Low cr tier price ..... .0 Pe b ar el - 5 =

'Uppr crpric ... 11.44 PerbareL. 11Z =e
Percent lower tier .... 8 .......... .0..
Compolte price ...... 5.. ............ SI.5 .

march

Lorcr rice .. . lperbarrel.. V~35-M

Upper tier price... 11.43 Per barrel.- 11.3 =
Prcenct lower tier..... 57. ....... .9.&.
Coamrpto prico..... $7.W ........... 7.72.

Based on data in Table III, PEA esti-
mated at the end of June, 1976, that
prices charged pursuant-to Price Sched-
Wle No. 1 for the-months of February
and March had been approximately $60
million In excess of those which would
have been received if actual composite
prices, for February and March had co-
incided exactly with the statutory com-
posite price authorized for each of those

months. This fact, coupled with a reduc-
tion in the applicable rate of inflation
which operated to reduce the permissible
monthly increase in the statutory com-
posite price from about six cents per
barrel to about four cents per barrel for
the months of June, July and August,
1976, suggested the appropriateness of
early corrective action to avoid the need
for more drastic action at a later date.

3. Price Schedule No. 3. Tn August, 1976,
PEA reviewed final actual crude-oil first
sale data then available for February,
March, April and May, plus preliminary
data for June. These data indicated, as
shown In Table IV, below, that excess re-
ceipts continued to accumulate through
June 30, 1976, although at a significantly
reduced rate. The revised final figure of
$67 million for the first two months of
the program (February and March) In-
dicated accumulations at an average of
$33.5 millon per month, while the pre-
liminary cumulative figure of $120 mil-
lion for the first five months showed an
average monthly accumulation rate of
$25 million. The average rate for the
months of April-June was $19 milion
permonth.

TAntz IV.-Data Undcillinig Price Hcbedule No. 3

Lowcr tier Lwertier Uppcr t1hr statutory Actual Cumulativa
Month parent pdco pice composfte conpcalto excesareceip~t

p17100 reo (LInIM-lfls)

Yebruary ....... .A13 S& G5 51147 57.88 $7.87 W4
Ma.rch ........... M 93 &07 1L.3; 7.72 7.79 67
April-. 5--.- 5.07 11.,2 7.78 7.SG S6
May ........... . .. 7.0 1.3 ILM. 7.84 7.83 97
XuJne - --------- .CO & 15 11.2 37.83 F.Co 120

IPrelmiary.
Ioteduhs d urom or-ual prolicted S.ure cf57.91 (r-- table 1) to rcJlmct rvico lnlatba rate of3.5 pet appicabla to

=niftb3 beglnn1n13 WEll Juio~ 1978

riee Based on this more complete data,
a y PEA extended the freeze on upper and
)le- lower tier price increases for an addi-

tr tional three months, until November 30,
ual 1976, in order to examine the effects of
at the continued price freeze during July

3ite through September before making any
.A changes in lower and upper tier pricing

and levels. This action was taken by Issulng
1 Price Schedule No. 3, which superseded

Price Schedule No. 2 effective September
ses 1, 1976 (41 FR 37311, September 3, 1976).
ete In the notice which accompanied Price
was Schedule No. 3, FEA pointed out that the
ule Energy Conservation and Production Act
.ule ("ECPA"), enacted into law on August-

14, 1976, had removed the three percent
r30, limitation on annual increases In the

statutory composite price attributable to
y- the production incentive. This gave

for greater pricing flexibility to PEA since
eal the only limitation remaining wa the

overall 10 percent limitation on the rate
ap- 'of increase in the statutory composite
rice price, both to take into account inflation
in and as a production incentive. However,

while the rate of increase In the statutory
s- composite price was increased to 10 per-

cent annually effective August 14, 1976,
ahe PEA indicated In the Price Schedule No.
and 3 notice that It could not at that time
by determine the extent to which this in-

976, creased pricing flexibility would be avail-
able to offset revenue excesses accumu-

.lated prior to that time, since the extent
to which that flexiblity would be used
to satisfy congressional priorities relat-
ing to gravity price differentials and en-
couragement of tertiary recovery tech-
niques was not yet clear.

FEA also noted that the definition of
"property" had been amended -effective
September 1, 1976, to permit producers
to treat as separate properties each sep-
arate and distinct state-recognized pro-
ducing reservoir. The possible effect of
this action on volumes of upper and lower
tier crude, oil was described by FEA as
follows:

To the extent that producers elect to exer-
cis3 this option and bezin to treat separate
recervoirs as separate properties, the amended
property deflnition may result In some shift
In the proportionate volumes of lower nd
upper tier crude oi. It Is, of course, imape-
ciblo for FM to quantify at this time the
exact extent or any such shift. However, If
the amended property definition results in
thO movement of signticant volumes of crude
oil from the lower to the upper ter PA
may be required to considcr extendlng the
present hold on crude oil price adjustments
beyond November 3076.

C. Current first sale data trends. Cur-
rently PEA has final actual data for the
months of February through July, 1976,
plus preliminary data, lor August and
September, 19076. These data are pre-
sented In Table V, below.
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TABLE V

Lower tier Lower tier Uppertier Statutory Actual Cumulative
Month percent price price composite composite excess receipts

price pric (in Millions)

February ..... .o. 50.a $5.05 $11.47 $7.66 $7.87 $19
March ------------- 50.93 5.07 IL Z9 7.72 7.79 67
ApriL- .... 50 05.69 -. oz 1L52 7.78 7.86 86

S7.01 5.13 11.55 7.84 7.89 97
Juno .............. 55.02 5.15 11.60 2 7.88 7.99 123

55,58 5.19 IL 60 27.93 804 152
August' .......- .- -. 63 5.18 IL 62 17.98 8.03 16I
September'...... .40 5.16 11.65 i8.0 '8.18 107

1 Preimiary,
2tredeed frm original projected figures (see Table) of $7.91 for June, S7.97 for Yuly $8.03 for August, and $8.03

for September;cltlo to reduction in annual rate of increase from 9.8 pet to 6.5 pet (reflecting decline in rate of Inflation
from 6.8 pet to 3.5 pet) applicable to June, July, and August 1-1. Pursuant to §12 and 124 of the ECPA, a full
10 pet annual rate of Increase Is used for August 14-31 end the month of September. The average rate of unerea~o
for Au t Is 8.52 pet.

aIncludes pricm for stripper well crude oil production at an imputed value of $11M.3 per barre) in accordance with
§ 121 of the EOPLA.

Table V reveals two significant de-
velopments: (1) the average rate of ac-
cumulation of exce.s receipts of about
$20 million per mdnth for the three-
month period prior to July 1, 1976, ap-
pears to have remained essentially un-
changed for the two-month, period of
July and August despite the freeze-on
upper and lower tier price levels effective
July 1, 1976, and despite a decline in the
percentage of lower tier crudeoil of only
0.23 between June and August compared
with FEA's original projection in Table
I of a decline of 0.4 for the same period;
and (2) preliminary data for September
indicates a-decline of about 2.28 percent-
age points In the percentage of lower tier
crude oil between August and Septem-
ber, contributing to a 15 cents per barrel
increase in the actual composite price
between August and September and a $33
million increase in excess revenues -for
September.

PEA is attempting to determine why
the same average monthly rate of ac-
cumulation of excess revenues which oc-
curred in April, May and June continued
in July and August. It is also not y6t
clear why average lower tier prices for
Julyand August and average upper tier
prices for August appear to have ex-
ceeded June levels by the amounts indi-
cated in Table V. However, PEA believes
several factors may have contributed to
this result.

First, there may have been a shift in
the mix of the various grades of crude
oil such as to result in escalation in the
average lower and upper tier price levels
despite the general price freeze-Second,
If certain producers sold crude oil in
June, 1976, at below June ceiling price
levels, they could lawfully increase prices
In July and August up to the June level.
Third, in other instances there may have
been pricing violations in July and Au-
gust which -are not immediately appar-
ent and which may take several-months
to isolate and quantify.

PEA requests comment on the pricing
trends for July and August as revealed
by Table V and on the factors which
might explain these trends.

PEA believes the reduction In the per-
centage of lower tier crude oil between
August and September (2.28 percentage
points based on preliminary data) is
due to the following three factors.

Until September 1, 1976, § 212.74 of
the FEA price regulations permitted first
sales of crude oil produced from stripper
well properties to be priced at upper tier
price levels. "Stripper well property" was
defined as a propqrty whose average daily
production of crude oil per well did not
exceed 10 barrels per day during "any
pfedng calendar year beginning after
December 31, 1972."

Section 121 of the ECPA exempted the
first sale of stripper wiell crude oil from
price controls 1(but not from inclusion In
the actual composite price at an imputed
price) effective September 1, 1976. Sec-
tion 121 also included a definition which
changed the qualifying period for status
as a stripper well property to "any con-
secutive 12-month period beginning after
December 31, 1972." Regulatory amend-
ments adopting this change, along with'
other changes mandated by section 121
of the-ECPA, were adopted effective Sep-
tember 1, 1976 (41 PR 48319,. November

.3,1976).
As a consequence of these changes,

some properties which by virtue of pro-
duction declining below a daily average
of 10 barrels per well could not have
qualified as striper well properties until
January -, 1977, under FEA's regulatory
definition prior-to September 1, 1976,
qualified as stripper well properties ef-
fective September 1, 1976, under the new
definition mandated by section 121 of
the ECPA. This shift of production pre-
viously priced as lower tier crude oil to
production the sale of which is exempt
under the exemption applicable to strip-
per well properties is estimated by PEA
to have acounted for 0.5 to 1.0 percent-
age point of the total 2.28 percentage
point decline in the percentage of lower
tier crude oil between August and Sep-
tember, 1976.

A second factor contributing to this
decline is the normal average monthly
decline in lower tier production. This
factor accounts for an estimated 0.2 of
thb total 2.28 percentage point decline
in the percentage of lower tier crude oil
in September.

EXA's amended definition of "proper-
ty," as indicated in the August 31 notice
relating to Price Schedule No. 3 (see
Section B.3., above), also appears to have
resulted in a shift in crude oil from the
lower tier io the upper tier. Under the

new definition, which was made effective
September 1, 1976, in order to provide In-
creased incentives for additional domem-
tic production, separate reservoirs which
previously constituted a single property
because they underlay a single tract
which was the subject of a lease may be
treated as separate properties under cer-
tain conditions. In some cases. recompu-
tation of upper and lower tier volumes
based on separate reservoirs will result
In a shift of volumes from the lower tier
to the upper tier. Based on prellnary
data for September, FEA esti mate3 that,
of the 2.28 percentage point reduction In
the proportion of lower tier crude oil for
September, 1.0 to 1.5 percentage points
are attributable to volumes of lower tier
crude oil having shifted to upper tier
crude oil because of the redefinition of
"property."

To summarize, the decline in the per-
centage of lower tier crude oil between
August and September, 1976, as indi-
cated in Table V. is believed to be attrib-
utable to the following factors In the
proportions Indicated:

hango in definition of a'stripper
well propefty"% ---------------- 06 1, 0

Normal decline In lower tier pro-
duction ---.--------------- 0.2

Change in definition of "property" 1. 0-1. 5

Comment on the foregoing estimates L,
requested.

D. Proposals. As indicated In Section
A, above, PEA is proposing three alterna-
tive means in order to compzenato for
cumulative excess receipts which, based
on preliminary data for September, have
reached a level of nearly $200 million.
Although this level Is less than one per-
,,cent of the projected total crude oil first
sale receipts during the period February,
1976, through January, 1977, and VEA
estimates that amounts well in exce"s of
$200 million will eventually be returned
to consumers as a consequence of com-
pliance actions with respect to the pric-
ing of crude oil, it is EA's view that, in
tended implementation of this aspect of
the crude oil pricing program established
by the EPCA, FEA should adopt in this
proceeding regulations that would afford
a basis for correcting for pricing over-
ages which have occurred and which may
occur in the fhture by reductions In up-
per tier ceiling prices, if necessary. Con-
sequently, PEA proposes to amend Its
regulations to authorize specifically a
rollback of upper tier price levels, even
though it may prove unnecessary to ex-
ercise thatauthorlty.

FEA would reduce upper tier price
levels, rather than both price tiers, part-
ly because actual average upper tier
prices have exceeded the original esti-
mated average upper tier levels upon
which projections of statutory composite
prices were based while actual average
lower tier price levels have been less than
originally estimated (refer to Tables I
and V). In addition, It Is believed that
reduction of upper tier price levels would
contribute less to reduced production
than reduction In lower tier prices.

Under the first alternative, PEA would
roll back upper tier price levels by an
estimated $1.40 to $1.60 per barrel ap-
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plicable to crude oil produced andsold In
- December, 1976, and January, 1977, in

order to compensatellly by January 31,
1977, for cumulative pricing overages.

Under the second alternative, FEA
would continue the present price freeze

-on both tier levels until December 31,
1976, in order to oblain more complete
data revealingpricing trends subsequent
to the regulatory-changes which, as re-

-viewed in the previous section, were In-
stituted effective September 1, 1976. Ef-
fective January 1, 1977, FEA would take
-whatever compensating action appeared
appropriate at thattime to achieve com-
pliance with statutory composite re-
quirements not later than July 31, 1976.
Although such action could include a
rollback of upper tier price levels, it is
not anticipated on the basis of durrent
data that such a rollback would exceed
10 to- 20 cents per' barrel applicable to
upper tier crude oil produted and sold
during the months of January through
July, -197T. If current pricing trends as
revealed in- Table V continue through
December; 1976, as corstrained by a con-
tinuation of the price freeze until that
time, PEA believes that a further exten-
sion of the- price freeze until July 31,
-1977, would be sufficient to fully correct

- for all crude oil pricing overages.
.The'third alternative is an outgrowth"

of the second alternative and depends
upon TR 's adoption of the approach of
the second alternative. Depending upon
data received in December, 1976, FEA
would consider submitting to Congress
an energy action under section 8(e) of
the EPAA which would authorize a one-

-time increase in the statutory composite
price for January I 9.77. This adjustment
would be sufficient. to compensate fully
for cumulative excess receipts projected
to exist at that time. The current. price
freeze would continue under this alterna-
tive pending congressional review. While
this alternative does not require public
comment because no regulation amend-
ment is necessary, EA requests com-
ment on the merits of this alternative
and particularly pn. the question of find-
ings required under section1 8(e) (2) of
the EPAA_

PEA also requests commentson wheth-
er the EPCA offers sufficient flexibility to
permit compensating action, which ex-
tends beyond January 31, 1977, relating
to the overages which have accumulated
during the first two six-month periods
since February, 1976,. or whether the
EPCA requires that such action be taken
sooner.

Section 8(c) of the Emergency Petro-
leum Allocation Act of 1973, as amended

- by the EPCA, provides as follows:
(c) (1) NTot later than 6 months after the

effective date of the amendment promulgated
under subsiction (a). and not later than
every 6 months thereafter, the President
shall, on the basis of-valld and reliabler infer-
"mation (which may include information ob-
tained by a validand reliable. sampling tech-
nique) or actual flrt sale prices of domtstc
crude ol1, determine whether and the extent
to which, the actual weighted average first
sale price for crude oil produced In the Unit-
ed: States during any 0-month period or por-

tion thereof for which data are avatlablo fol-
lowing the effective date of the amendment
promulgated under subsection (a) of ths
section, exceeded or was les than the max-
imum weighted average first tale price of
such crude oil specified in sub:ection (a) as
may be adjusted pursuant to thn section.

(2) If the Precident finds, pursuant to par-
agraph (1) of this subsectton, that the regu-
lation under section 4(a). as amended, re-
sulted In an actual weighted average first
sale price in excess of the maximum welghted
average first sale price specified in subec-
tion (a) as adjusted pursuant to this e-
tion, he shall amend the regulation to make
such compensating adjustments as are nces-
sary to result, In a corresponding period, In
ai'actual weighted average first cale price for
domestic crude oil suiliclcnt to effect such
excess.

(3) If the President finds, pursuant to
Paragraph (1) of this subsection, that the
regulation under section 4(a), as amended,
resulted In an actual weighted average
first sale price less than the maximum
weighted average first "ae price speci-
fied In subsection (a) as adjusted pursuant
to this section. he may. notwithstanding the
requirements of this section pertaining to
such maximum weighted average first sale
price, amend the regulation to make such
compensating adjustments in the regulation
as are necessary to offset the deficiency In a
corresponding period.

Section 8(c) (2) appears to require
that compensating adjustments must be
accomplished during the six-month pe-
riod immediately following any six-
month period immediately following any
sL-month period for which FDA has de-
termined that the actual weighted aver-
age first sale price for domestic crude oil
exceeded the maximum weighted aver-
age first sale price permitted under sec-
tion 8(a). The statute, however, does not
indicate what action, if any, the FEA
must take If, after amending the regula-
tions in good faith (based ori available
data) to compensate fully for excesses
that occurred In the immediately pre-
ceding six-month period, It discovers
(based on more recent 'data) that sich

'amendment will not fully compensate for
such excesses by the end of the following
six-month period.

This problem is inherent in the statu-
tory composite price constraint mecha-
nism established in section 8(a) of the
EPAA and the data collection process re-
quired to assure compliance with the
statutory composite price. Because of the
three-month lag in collecting and vali-
dating data for purposes of determining
compliance with the statutory composite
price, the ceiling prices set by PEA at the
beginning of a six-month period for
lower and upper tier crude oils for each
month in that six-month period must be
estimates made by FEA of what ceiling
prices during that six-month period will
result in an actual weighted average first
sale price for domestic crude oil that does
not exceed that statutory maximum
weighted average first sale price for do-
mestic'crude oil. Compensating adJust -
ments to 'account for excesses that oc-
curred in the Immediately preceding six-
month period must of course, under
section 8(c) (2)-also be made to the ceil-
ing prices that PEA establishes for lower
and upper tier crude oils during each
month of the current six-month period.

Furthermore, due to the lag times in-
volved in collecting and validating data,
with respect to the last three months of
any given six-month period, EA. will
never have any final validated data by
the end of that six-month, period which
would enable it to ascertain the extent
to which the actual welghted average
first sale prices for these months con-
formed to the statutory maximum
weighted average first sale price for those
months. Vith respect to the first three
months of any si:-month period, PEA
will not know whether or the extent to
which any corrective action has complied
with the statutory composite price for
those months until the last three months
of that period. The problem is further
complicated in this instance because the
precise impact of ertain congressional-
and admint tive actions taken during
the current six-month period (namely,
the statutory exemption of stripper well
oil and the BEA's redefinition of "prop-
erty") has not been ascertainable until
the last few months of this six-month
period. To the extent that the actual
impact is now known, it is apparent to
PEA that this impact has contributed
substantially to the fact that corrective
actions taken thus far will not result in
full compensation by the end of the cur-
ren t six-month period.

In view of the time lag problems in
collecting and validating data in order
to determine compliance with the stat-
utory composite price, FEA invites com-
ments on the extent to which overages
which became apparent in the last three
months of a, six-month period should be
deemed to result from a failure to com-
pensate fully for-overages that occurred
during the prior six-month period or
should be deemed to result from inaccu-
rate projections and-other events occur-
riln during the current six-month pe-
riod, such as the exemption of stripper
well oil and the redefinition of property.
For that portion of the actual and pro-
Jected overages attributable to eveffts
andprojections occurring during the cur-
rentsix-monthperiod, FEArequestscom-
ment whether it may make adjustments
fbr these contibuting factors du~ing the
next six-month period commencing after
January 31,1977.

PEA believes that'Congress intended it
to have a. degree of flexibility under sec-
tion 8(c) of the EPAA in order not to
frustrate the purposes of the EPCA or
the objectives in section 4(b) (1)-of the
EPAA. The crude oil price adjustment
mechanisms established pursuant to the
EPCA are not based on constant un-
changing factors but have been subject
t9 various uncertainties and changing
conditions, including recent statutory
and regulatory amendments which, as
previously noted, have had a direct but
uncertain effect on actual weighted aver-
agepricelevels.

FEA notes that it took Initial correc-
tive action effective July 1, 1976-five
months after the February 1. effective
date of the regulation amendments
promulgated under section 8(al of the
EPAA, as amended--and extended the
effectiveness of that corrective action
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after a further review of available data
effective September 1, 1976. The initial
effects of that corrective action and the
effects of ,the statutory and regulatory
amendments (previously noted) which
became effective on September 1, 1976,
were not ascertainable with a sufficient
degtee of precision until the data shown
in Table V became available in late Oc-
tober, Under such changing circum-
stances and their unpredictable conse-
quences, it would be impossible to take
the estimated full compensating action
within the two months remaining before
January 31, 1977, without imposing a
substantial price rollback which could
result in significant disruption in pro-
duction levels and economic distortion.

As previously noted, FEA- estimates
that a reduction in upper tier price levels
of $1.40 to $1.60 per barrel effective
December 1, 1976, would be required to
complete compensating action by Janu-
ary 31, 1977. A-prIce reduction of this
magnitude can be expected to result in
temporary production-declines of uncer-
tain dimensions until higher price levels
are resumed in February, 1977. This is a
consequence which is contrary to the
production-incentive mechanisms built
into the PEA regulations and the crude
oil pricing policy of the EPCA. It may
also contribute to localized shortages and
supply disruptions if producers cut back
their production during the relatively
brief rollback period.

In view of all the foregoing considera-
tions, FEA believes that section 8(c) of
the EPAA should be interpreted in a
manner which, gives PEA the necessary
flexibility to fashion a program of com-
pensating actions to correqt for crude oil
pricing excesses without frustrating the
underlying goals and policies contained
4n the EPCA and the EPAA. Such flexi-
bility Is needed (1) to accommodate un-
certain data trends (subject to a 60-90
day time lag) resulting from corrective
actions effective July 1, 1976, and from
significant statutory and regulatory
amendments effective September 1, 1976,
the precise impact of which was not pre-
dictable, and (2) to avoid, if possible,
precipitous corrective actionvwhich migfit
be detrimental to the aims of the cude
oil pricing and allocation programs. PEA
Is also concerned that any Interpretation
of section 8(c) of the EPAA which is
adopted should, to the maximum extent
allowed by law, avqid setting a precedent
which would impose undue restrictions on
future actions by FEA in carrying out the
mandates of the EPCA crude oil pricing
policy.

PEA therefore proposes to amend its
regulations in a manner which permits
PEA to adopt either of the first two alter-
natives proposed (the third alternative
does not require regulation amendment).
Comment on FEA's analysis of section
8(c) of the EPAA, as well as-the merits
of the alternative proposals, is requested.

Section 212.77 of PEA's price regula-
tions provides rules and procedures for
crude oil price adjustments. The proce-
dures in paragraph (b) of § 212.77 cur-
rently provide that FEA may Issue price
adjustment schedules which review lower
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and upper tier price ceilings as necessary
"to reflect changes in the rate of infla-
tion; to make compensating adjustments
when the weighted average first sale
price actually charged is found to have
exceeded, or is found to have fallen short
of, the maximum weighted average first
sale price permitted under the Act; and
otherwise to achieve compliance with the
Act." However, paragraph (c) of § 212.77,
which provides rules for application of
price adjustments" to take into account
the impact of inflation and to provide a
production incentive, provides (subject
to cdrtain technical exceptions) for ap-
plication of such price adjustments
equally to the lower and upper tier ceil-
ing price. In order to make it clear that
FEA's authority to make compensating
adjustments to achieve compliance with
section- 8(c) of the EPAA includes the
authority to require price reductions, and
that FEA may require reduction of upper
tier price ceilings only if necessary to
achieve compliance with section 8 (c) of

-the EPAA, it fs proposed to redesignate
the text of § 212.77(c) as subparagraph
(1) and to add a subparagraph (2)
which provides that PEA may issue price
adjustments schedules which restrict
further price adjustments or require re-
ductions in ceiling prices, notwithstand-
ing § 212.77(c) (1).

Although none of the proposed alter-
natives contemplates reduction of lower
tier price levels, the proposed § 212.77(c)
(2) would permit reduction of either
lower or upper tier price ceilings, or both,
if deemed necessary by PEA to achieve
compliance with section 8(c) of the
EPAA. PEA believes that its authority to
make necessary compensating adjust-
ments should be unrestricted except as
provided by statute.

It is also proposed to make conforming
changes to § 212.77(a), including dele-
tion of the three percent restriction re-
lating to price adjustments to provide a
production Incentive in view of the elimi.
nation of this restricton by the ECPA.

E. Comment Procedures. Interested
persons are invited to participate in this
rulemaking by submitting data, views or
arguments with respect to the proposals
set forth in this notice to Executive Com-
munications, Room 3309, Federal Energy
Administration, Box JO, Washington,
D.C. 20461.

Comments should be Identified on the
outside envelope and on documents sub-
mitted to PEA Executive Communica-
tions with the designation "Proposals for
Corrective Action to Achieve Compliance
with Crude Oil Composite Price Ceil-
ings." Fifteen copies shoduld be submit-
ted. All comments received by Monday,
November 29, 1976, before noon, will be
considered by the Federal Energy Ad-
ministration before final action is taken
on the proposals set forth in this notice.

Any information or data considered by
the person furnishing it to be confiden-
tial must be so identified and submitted
in writing, one copy only. The PEA re-
serves the right to determine the confl-.
dential status of the information or data
and to treat it, according to its determi-
nation. The public hearing In this pro-

,ceeding will be held at 9:30 a.m,, on
Monday, November 29, 1976, and will be
continued, If necessary, on Tuesday, No-
vember 30, 1976, in Room 2105, 2000 M
Street, NW., Washington, D.C., 20401, in
order to receive comments from Inter-
ested persons on the matters set forth
herein.

Any person who has an interest in the
proposed amendments issued today, or
who Ia a representative of a group or
class of persons that has an interest in
today's proposed amendments, may make
a written request for an opportunity to
make oral presentation. Such a request
should be directed to Executive Com-
munications, PEA, and must be received
before 4:30 p.m., on Monday, Novem-
ber 22, 1976. Such a request may be hand
delivered to Room 3309, Federal Build-
ing, 12th and Pennsylvania Avenue, NW.,
Washington, D.C., between the hours of
8 a.m. and 4:30 pm., Monday through

-Friday. The person making the request
should be prepared to describe the Inter-
est concerned, if appropriate, to state
why he is proper representative of a
group or class of persons that has such
an interest, and to give a concise sum-
mary of the proposed oral presentation
and a phone number where he may be
contacted through Friday, November 26,
1976. Each person selected to be heard
will be so notified by the rEA before
4:30 p.m., Tuesday, November 23, 1976
and niust submit 100 copies of his state-
ment to PEA Regulatory Programs,
Room 2214, 2000 M Street, NW., Wash-
ington, D.C. 20461, before 4:30 p.m,, on
Friday, November 26, 1976.

The PEA reserves the right to select
the persons to be heard at these hear-
ings, to schedule their respective pres-
entations, and to establish the proce-
dures governing the conduct of the
hearings. The length of each presenta-
tion may be limited, based on the num-
ber of persons requesting to be heard.

An PEA official will be designated to
preside at the hearings. These will not be
judicial or evidentiary-type hearings.
Questions may be asked only by those
conducting the hearings, and there will
be no cross-examination of persons pre-
senting statements. Any decision made
by the PEA with respect to the subject
matter of the hearings will be based on
all information available'to the FE A. At
the conclusion of all Initial oral state-
ments, each person who has made an
oral statement will be given the oppor-
tunity, if he so desires, to make a rebut-
tal statement. The rebuttal statements
will be given in the order in which the
initial statements were made and will be
subject to time limitations.

Any interested person may submit
questions to be asked of any person mak-
ing a statement at the hearings, to Ex-
ecutive Communications, IEA, before
4:30 p.m., Friday, November 26, 1976.
Any person who wishes to ask a question
at thQ hearings may submit the ques-
tion, in writing, to the presiding oflicor.
The -EA or the presiding officer,
If the question is submitted at the hear-
ings, will determine whether the ques-
tion is relevant, and whether the time
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limitations permit it to be presented for proposed rulemaking would not permit
answer. the minimum of 10 days for public corn-

Any further pr6cedural rules needed ment following publicatioh of this notice
for the proper conduct of the hearings astequired by section 7(1) (B) before De-
will be announced by the presiding cember 1, 1976. Therefore, In order to
officer. permit timely consideration by FEA of

-A' transcript of the hearings will be this alternative, FEA will seek to obtain
made and the entire record of the hear- EPA comment subsequent to the issuance
ings, including the transcript, will be of this notice and prior to taking final
retained by the FEA and made available action in this matter. -
for inspection at the Freedom of In- Based on the fact that today's pro-
formation Office, Room 2107, Federal posed regulation amendments would not
Building, 12th and Pennsylvania Avenue, authorize price increases but would re-
_NW., Washington, D.C. between the sult in price reductions or further defer-
hours of 8 am. and 4:30 pm., Monday ral of crude oil price increases In order to
through Friday. Any person may Pur- complywithstatutorypricinglimitations,
chase a copy of the-trascript fronI the FEA has tentatively determined that with
reporter. respect to these proposed amendments

F. Other Matters. Section 7(c) (1) of this document does not contain a major

the Federal Energy Administration Act proposal requiring preparation of an In-

of 1974, as amended ('EAA") provides flationary Impact Statement under Ex-
that FEA. shall, before promulgating pro- ecutive Order 11821 and 0MB Circular

posed regulations affecting the quality of A-107. FEA will further review this mat-
the environment, provide a period of not ter in light of comments received and Is-

less than five working days during which sue a final determination with the no-
the Administrator of the Environmental tice of final rulemaling. With respect to

Protection Agency may provide written the alternative proposal to consider sub-

comments concerning the impact of such mitting an efergy action to Congress in

regulations on the quality of the environ- January, 1977, FEA will review Inflation-
menit. Such comments are required to ary impact requirements based on crude

be Published concurrently with or as part oil data received in December, 1976, if
ofbe noticeheofonproposedrulemaingartthis alternativd is eventually adopted by
of the notice of proposed ruemakng. FEA.

Under section 7(c) (2) of the FEAA,
th'prior review required by section 7(c) (Emergency Petroleum Allocation Act or
(1) may be waived for a period of 14 1973, Pub. L. 93-159, as amended. Pub. L. 93-

511, Pub. L. 91-99, Pub. L. 94-133, Pub L.
days if there is an emergency situation 94-163, and-Pub. L. 94-385; Federal Energy
which requires tajking action at a date Administration Act of 1974, Pub. L.-93-275, as

earlier- than would, permit the EPA the amended, Pub. L. 94-385; Energy Policy and
five- day 6pportunity for prior comment Conservation Act, Pub. L. 94-1J33, as amended,
required under section 7(c) (1). Notice of Pub. L. 9--385; E.O. 1170.39 1n 23185.)
any such waiver must be given to the In consideration of the foregoing, it Is
EPA-and filed with the FtDPsAL RGsIS= proposed -to amend Part 212 of Chapter
with the notice of proposed or final U po of Title 10 of the Code of Federal
action and must include an explanation R io Title oth Ceof d
of the reasons for such waiver together Regulations as set forth below.

'with supporting data and'factual back- Issued In WashIngton, D.C., Novem-
ground information. ber 16, 1976.

Pursuant to section 7,c) (2) of the Micn F. Bu amn,
FEAA, FEA hereby \vaives the, require- General Counsel,
ments of section 7(c) (1) of the FEAA Federal Energy Administration.
concerning prior review by EPA of the
environmental impact of this proposed 1. Section 212.77 (a) and (c) are re-
rulemaking. This waver is based on an vised to read as follows:
emergency situation which, as explained §212.77 Adjustmentstoceiling prlces.
in Sections B, C, and D, above, may result
in adoption by PEA of that- alternative () Rule. Notwithstanding any other
proposal which would require reductions provision of this Part, the PEA may,
in upper tier price levels effective De- with respect to months commencing af-
cember 1, 1976, so that compensating ad- ter February 29, .1976, provide for ad-
justments to crude oil prices can be con- -justments to the ceiling prices estab-
pleted prior to January 31, 1977. Review lished under §§ 212.73 and 212.74 to take
by EPA prior to issuance of this notice of into account the impact of inflation, pro-

vide 'a production Incentive, and other-
wise to achieve compliance with the Act.
The adjustment to reflect the impact of
inflation shall be measured by the first
revision of the quarterly percentage
change, seasonally adjusted at annual
'rates, of the most recent price deflator
for the gross national product, except
that the combined effect of the adjust-
ment to take Into account the impact of
inflation and to provide a production in-
centive may not result in an Increase in-
the maximum weighted average first sale
price (as defined in section 8(a) of the
Act) In excess of 10 percent per year.

(c) Application of price adjustments.
(1) Price adjustment schedules Issued
pursuant to paragraph (b) of this sec-
tion shall reflect application of the price
adjustment to take into account the im-
pact of Inflation and to provide a pro-
duction incentive in the following man-
ner. The combined percentage price ad-
Justment to reflect the prodliction
incentive and the impact of inflation
shall be applied In the same amount to
adjust the lower and upper tier ceiling
price. To the extent that the full amount
of the combined percentage price adjust-
ment cannot be so applied, due to the
limitations of section 8(a) of the Act,
the available combined percentage price
adjustment shall be applied in the same
amount to adjust the lower and the up-
per tier ceiling price until only .the per-
centage price adjustment to reflect the
impact of inflation remains to be applied.
Thereafter, the full percentage price ad-
Justment to reflect the impact of infla -
tion shall continue to be applied to ad-
Just the upper tier celfing price, and
the portion of the percentage price ad-
Justment to reflect the impact of infla-
ion which remains, if any, shall be ap-

plied to adjust the lower tier ceiling
price; except that in no event shall the
weighted average lower tier ceiling price
be reduced pursuant to this sentence be-
low the highest level reached through
application of price adjustments pursu-
ant to this paragraph.

(2) Notwithstanding paragraph (c)
(1) of this section, PEA may issue price
adjustment schedules pursuant to par-
agraph (b) of this section which, to the
extent deemed necessary by the FEA to
achieve compliance with the Act, restrict
further price adjustments or require re-
ductions in ceiling prices.

[FRDoc.W-34184 r-ied 11-16-76;3:00 pml
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Title 3-The President
Proclamation 4477 * November 16, 976

Modification of Temporary. Quantitative Limitations on the Importation into the
UnitedStates of Certain Articles of AlloyTool Steel

By the President of the United States

A Proclamation

1. On January 16, 1976, the United States International Trade Commission
(USITQ): reported to the President the results of its investigation under section
201(b) of the Trade Act of 1974 (19 U.S.C. 2251 (b)) (the Trade Act). The U§ITC
determined that certain articles of stainless steel or alloy tool steel provided for in items
608.52, 608.76, 608.78, 608.85, 608.88, 609.06, 609.07, and 609.08 of the Tariff Sched-
ules of ihe United States (TSUS) were being imported into the United States in such
increased quantities as to bt a substantial cause of serioLs injury, or the threat thereof,
to the domestic industry or industries producing articles like or directly competitive
with the imported articles.

2. An orderly mirketing agreement was concluded on June 11, 1976, between
-the Government of the United States of America and the Government of Japan,
limiting the export from Japan and the inport into the United States of certain
articles of stainless steel (except razor blade steel) or alloy tool steel provided for in
items 608.52, 608.76, 608.78, 608.85, 608.88, 609.06, 609.07, and 609.08 of the TSUS.

3. On June 11, 1976,€by'Proclamation 4445, I proclaimed, pursuant to the Con-
stitution and the statutes-of the United States (including section 203 of the Trade
Act), the imposition/of temporary quantitative limitations on the importation into the
United States of certain articles of stainless steel or alloy tool steel. These limitations
were effective-as to those articles entered, or withdrawn from warehouse, for consump-
tion on or after June 14, 1976, and are to continue for a period of three years from that
date unless earlier modified, or terminated.

4. Alloy "tool steer', as that term is defined in statistical headnote 1 (a) of subpart
Bj part 2, schedule 6 of the TSUS, was included in the finding of the USITO. Steel, so
defined, -as made subject'to the quantitative limitations established by Proclamation
4445, in item 923.24. Subsequent to the issuance of that proclamation I have ascer-
taied tiat certain alloy tool steel having a chemical composition within the specifica-
tions of new headnote 2(a) (iv) proclaimed in paragraph A(iii) below had not either
consistently or substantially been historically reported in impoit statistics as alloy tool
steel prior to June 14, 1976. Therefore, the statistics used as a basis for establishing the
quantitative limitations for item 923.24 are inaccurate, and the quota quantity pro-
vided for that category is substantially understated.
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1 5. Section 203(d) (2) of the Trade Act (19 U.S.C. 2253(d) (2) requires that
any quantitative restriction proclaimed pursuant to section 203 subsection (a) or (c),
and any marketing agreement negotiated pursuant to subsection (a), shall "permit
tfie importation of a quantity or value of the article which is not less than the quantity

or value of such article imported into the United States during the most recent period
which the President determines is representative of imports of such article". Based on
data that was not available on June 11, 1976, I have determined that the inclusion of

the steel described in new headnote 2 (a) (iv) proclaimed below in the quantitative
limitation for item 923.24 would result in the importation of a quantity or value of
specialty steel into the United States which is less than that quantity or value imported
into the United Stat during the most recent period determined by me in recital 6 of
the Proclamation 4445 to be representative of imports of alloy tool steel.

6. In order to provide appropriate quantitative limitations in accordance with

the statutory requirements referred to in recital 5 above, I have determined to delete
item 923.24 and to include -alloy tool steel formerly provided for in item 923.24
separately in new items 923.25 and 923.26, and to proclaim separate quantitative
limitations for imports included in-each new item.

THEREFORE, I, GERALD R. FORD, President of the United States of
America, acting under the aiuthority vested in me by the Constitution and the statutes
of the United States of America, including section 203 of the Trade Act (19 U.S.C.
2253), do hereby proclaim, until the President otherwise proclaims or until otherwise
superseded by law that:

A. Subpart A, part 2, of the Appendix to the Tariff Schedules of the United
States (19 U.S.C. 1202) is modified as follows:

(i) by deleting "923.24" from the first sentence of headnote 2 and substituting
"923.26" in lieu thereof.

(ii) by deleting "923.24" from headnote 2 (a) (iii) and substituting "923.?5 and
923.26" in lieu thereof.

- (iii) by renumbering paragraph (a) (iv) of headnote 2 thereof (a) (v) -and
inserting the following new paragraph (a) (iv) in numerical sequence:

-"(iv) The alloy tool steel provided for in item 923.25 is limited to alloy tool steel of the
types provided for in items 608.52, 608.76, 608.78, 608.85, 608.88, 609.06, 609.07, and 609.08,
which contain, in addition to iron, each of the following elements by weight in the amounts
specified:

tarbon: 'not less than 0.95 nor more than 1.13 percent;
manganese: not less than 0.22 nor more than 0.48 percent;
sulfur: none, or not more than 0.03 percent;
phosphorus: none, or not more than 0.03 percent;
silicon: not less than 0.18 nor more than 0 37 percent;
chromium: notless than 1.25 nor more than 1.65 percent;
nickel: none, or not more than 0.28 percent;
copper: none, or not more than 0.38 percent;
molybdenum: none, or not more than 0.09 percent.

(iv) by deleting "923.24" from headnote 2(b) and substitxiting "923.26" in lieu
thereof.
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THE PRESIDENT

(V) (a) by adding'the following sentence after the second sentence to headnote
2(f) :

"With respect to item 923.25 there is no limitation specified for the increase permitted in
any quota quantity but any establishment or increae in a base linit for item 923.25 must be
accompanied by an equal tonnage reduction in the quota quantity from Japan for one or more
of the other items during the same restraint perio4."

(b) by deleting "923.24" from the tabulation in headnote 2(f) and substituting
"923.26" in lieu thereof; and

(c) by inserting the following in te tabulation to headnote 2(f) in numerical
sequence:

Restraint Periods

Item Juno 1i, 1970-Juno 13, 1077 T'no 14, 1577-4uoa 13, 1078 Jumn 14, 1073-uoc 13, 1079

- Base limit Maximum Base limit Maximum Bxlimlt Maimumn
Increase I Inn.naa I I incrVZo

(1.000s. to"s) (peur-n) (1,0O:. ta) (w1mlen) (1,N,.. tons) (MrecM-0)

M.25 19.8 Noilmnitation 22.0 No tlmnu 21.3 N 1o n

(vi) by deleting item 923.24 and substituting in lieu thereof the following:

Item Aricles Quota Qunntity (in &tart t-m)

Efflectivo oo:n tcer-

JU= 14, 170 IUn 14, 17 Yun. 14, 173

Alloy tool steel of the types provided for In It(ms -.-2, -03.70,603.78, 603.85, 60.., 60.0O, 609.07. and 609.OS:
23.21 Alloy tool stel within the spclfleatoua of headnoto 2(a)(iv):

lapan --------- i - ----------------------- ... 19, , 2.
Europan Economia Community ................ .. 3. rceV
Canada --------------------------------------------------- -------- £G
Sweden- .---------------- - - _- ---------------....------ 7,00 SA0 8.0)0
Other.

Countries entitled to the rate of duty in rates ofduty
column numbered I (total) ................... t0 t0 (0

Other (total) ------------- ............... -- Noao -- o-o Noa
92.23 Other (see headnoto 2(a)( 9)):

TapLn...--------------------------------------------..,CO 5.760 a,60o
- European Econamlo Community................ s,1 srs, ,o

Canada. -------------------.......... .900 .. 0. . 2(o0o
Sweden .----------------------- --------------------- 8,0 8,O 8,700
Other:

Countries entiled to the rate of duty in rates otduty
column numbered 1 (total) ........................ 3, C0 3,7('0 So

Other (total) ...---------------....----- -- - G a

B. The modifications of subpart A, part 2 of the Appendix to the TSUS, made by
this proclamation, shall be effective on the third day after the date of publication of
this proclamation in the FERAL REGISTER as to articles entered, or withdrawn from
warehouse, for consumption on and after June 14, 1976.

IN WIT19ESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand this sixteenth day of
November, in the year of our Lord nineteen hundred seventy-six, and of the Inde-
pendenc of the United States of America the two hundred and first.

I'RDoc.76-34295 Filed 11-16-76-4:31 nml
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OFFICE OF THE SPECIAL REPRESENTATIVE FOR TRADE NEGOTIATIONS-

CERTAIN ALLOY TOOL STEEL QUANTITATIVE LIMITATIONS

Modification

By Proclamation4445 of June 11, 1976 (41 FR 24101, June 15, 1976), temporary
quantitative limitations were placed on the importation into the United States of
certain articles of stainless or alloy tool steel. The Proclamation, inter alia, implements
an-agreement entered into on June 11, 1976 between the Government of the United.
States and the Government of Japan concerning the importation into the United States
of suchsteel articles.

Under paragraph (5) of the proclAmation, tie Special Representative is directed
to perform such functions for the United States as may be necessary concerning the
administration, implementation, modification, amendment, or termination of the
agreement with the Government of Japan. The Special Representative is also author-
ized to aake changes in the Tariff Schedules of the United States (TSUS) as may be
necessary fo .arry out the agreement. Pursuant to Proclamation 4445 three separate
modifications to the quantitative limitations on certain articles of alloy tool steel were
made by FEDERAL IR EoIs notices. First, agreement was reached with the Govern-
ment of Japan that thb 60 percent limitation contained in paragraph 1(d) of the
Notes exchanged on June 11, 1976, would not apply to imports of alloy tool steel from
Japan during the restraint period June 14, 1976 to June 13, 1977. Pursuant to that
agreement, paragraph (b) of headnote 2, Subpart A, part 2 of the Appendix to the
TSUS (19 U.S'C. 1202). was modified by adding at the end thereof the following:

?"This paragraph shall not apply with respect to articles provided for in item 923.24,
the product of Jfipan, entered during the restraint period beginning June 14, 1976 and
ending at the close of June 13, 1977". This modification was made effective on
-September 17, 1976 (See FEDERAL REGISTERn notice of Tuesday, September 14, 1976,
41 FR 39116). Second, under paragraph 3 of the Notes constituting the agreement,
and Annex C thereto, a one percent limit was placed on the maximum increase in the
amount of alloy tool steel (TSUS item 923.24) which could be imported from Japan
in excess of the specified base limit (3500 short tons) for the period June 14, 1976
through Jurfe 13, 1977. Agreement was reached with the Government of Japan which
would change the maximum increase allowable for the base limit for this category to

100 percent for the restraint period (June 14, 1976-June 13, 1977). Accordingly, .
paragraph (f) of headnote 2, Subpart A, part 2 of the Appendix to the TSUS (19

U.S.C. 1202), was modified with respect to item number 923.24 for the restraint

period June 14, 1976-June 13, 1977, by changing the percentage in the column headed

"Maximum Increase" from "1" to "100". This modification was made effective on
Septeifber 30, 1976 (See FEDERAL Rx osTR notice of Thursday, September 30, 1976,
41 FR 43261). Third, pursuant to paragraph 3 and Annex C of the agreement with
the Government of.japan, the Government of Japan notified the United States that
the base limit for alloy tool steel may be exceeded by 3500 short tons. Consistent with
the'greement and pursuant to paragraph (f) of Subpart A, part 2 of the Appendix to
the TSUS, an equal tonnage reduction in the quota quantity from Japan for one or
more other items during the same restraint period was required. This reduction was
made in the quota quantity for imports of stainless steel sheet and strip from Japan.
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Accordingly, pursuant to paragraph (5) of Proclamation 4445, of June 11, 1976, and
paragraph (f) of headnote 2, Subpart A, part 2 of the Appendix to the TSUS, Sub-

" part A, part 2 of the-Appendix to the TSUS was modified with respect to the quota
quantities which may be entered from Japan for items 923.20 and 923.24 for the quota
period June 14, 1976-June 13, 1977, as follows: (1) With respect to item 923.20, by
changing the number in the column headed "Quota Quantity (in short tons), June 14,
1976", from "38,600" to "35,100"; and (2) with respect to item 923.24, by changing
the number in the column headed "Quota Quantity (in short tons), June 14, 1976",
from "3,500" to "7,000". This modification was made effective on October 1, 1976
(See FEDERAL REGiSTER noticd of Friday, October 1,4976, 41 FR 43484).

Proclamation 4477 of November 16, 1976, obviates the need for the above-
mentioned modifications. In view of this fact, agreement has been reached with the
Government of Japan-to (1) rescind the above-mentioned suspension of the 60 per-
cent limitation, (2) rescind the above-mentioned modification to the maximum allow-
able percentage increase in the base limit for item 923.24, (3) provide that no maxi-
mum increase limitation would be applicable for the category of steel described by item
923.25 nor would steel provided for in that item be available for offsetting reductions
in order to increase other categories as set forth in the table in headnote 2 (f), and
,(4) restore the quota quantity for the sheet and ship category (item 923.20) to the
original level. Accordingly, pursuant to paragraph (5) of Prochimation 4445, of
June 11, 1976, Subpart A, part 2 of the Appendix to the TSUS is modified as follows:

(1) Paragraph (b) of headnote 2 is modified by deleting the second sentence;

(2) The second sentence of paragraph (f) of headnote 2 is modified by inserting
after the words "the other items" the following: "set forthin the table below (items
923.20, 923.21, 923.22,923.23 or 923.26)";

(3) Paragraph (f) of headnote 2 is modified with respect to item 923.26
(formerly item 923.24) for the restraint period June 14, 1976-June 13, 1977, by chang-
ing the p6rcentage in the column headed "Maximum Increase" from "100" to "1";

(4) With respect to item 923.20, by changing the number in the column headed
"Quota Quantity (in short tons), June 14, 1976", from "35,100" to "38,600".

These modifiations will be effective on November 21, 1976.

ALAN WM. WOLFF,
General Counsel.

FR Doc. 76-34296 Filed 11-16-76;4:32 pm)

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 41, NO. 224-THURSDAY, NOVEMBER-18, 1976

• 50974 NOTICES



THURSDAY, OVEMBER 18, 1976

PART VI:

COMMITTEE FOR
PURCHASE FROM
THE BLIND AND

OTHER SEVERELY
HANDICAPPED

[]

PROCUREMENT LIST 1977

Esta:lishment

AM-



50976

COMMITTEE FOR PURCHASE FROM
THE BLIND- AND OTHER SE-
VERELY HANDICAPPED

PROCUREMENT LIST 1977
Establishment

The Committee for Purchase from the
Blind and Other Severely Handicapped
was established by Pub. L. 92-28, June 23,
1971 (85 Stat. 77, 41 U.S.C. 46-48) (here-
inafter the Act) for the purpose of di-
recting the procurement of selected com-
modities and services by the Federal
Government to qualified workshops serv-
ing blind and other severely handicapped
individuals with the objective of increas-
ing the employment opportunities for
these individuals. The Committee Wsre-
quired to establish and publish In the
FEDERAL REGISTER a procurement list of.e

(1) Commodities produced by any
qualified nonprofit agency for the blind
or by any qualified nonprofit agency for
other severely handicapped, and

NOTICES

(2) The services provided by any such
agency
which the Committee determines are
suitable for procurement by the Govern-
ment pursuant to the Act.

The Act further provides that any en-
tity of the Government whiclh intends to
procure any commodity or service on the
procurement list, shall procure such
commodity or service, at the price estab-
lished by the Committee, from a qualified
nonprofit agency for the blind or such
agency for the other severely handi-
capped if the commodity or service is
available within the normal period re-
quired by that Government entity. How-
ever, this requirement shall not apply to
the procurement of any commodity
which is available from Federal Prison
Industries, Inc.

A Government entity is defined as any
entity of the legislative branch or judi-
cial branch, any executive agency or
militaxy department (as such agency and
department are respectively defined by
sections 102 and 105 of title 5, United

States Code), the U.S. Postal Service, and
any nonappropriated fund instrumental-
ity under the jurisdiction of the Armed
Forces.

Notice is hereby given pursuant to sec-
tion 2 of the Act that Procurement List
1977 is established as -set forth below,
Procurement Ist 1977 supersedc Pro-
curement List 1976, November 25, 1975
(40 FR 54742) and subsequent changai
thereto through November 5, 1970.

Any proposed additions or deletions to
Procurement List 1976 pending on this
date shall be considered as pending and
applicable to Procurement List 1977.

By the Committee.

C. W. Flircusm,
Executive Director.

AssiGN T CODI-s
Central nonprofit agency: 0(oCe

National Industries for the 7B
Blind,

National Industries for the S11
Severely Handicapped.
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-CLASS 1005
Sling, Adjustable, .Small xrms (6B)
1005-00-167-4336

CLASS 1095
Scabbard, Bayonet-Knife (IB)
1095-00-508-0339

CLASS 1430
Circuit Card, Assembly (SH)
1430-00-409-7997
1430-00-471-5375

CLASS 1560
Wire Bundle Assemblies (SH)*
1560-00-881-4215
1560-00-894-3991
1560-00-884-0409 -

1560-00-934-0924
1560-00-919-3706
1560-00-883-4487
1560-00-222-3876

CLASS 1730
Chock Assembly,'WheeL (IB)

Unpainted
1730-00-294-3694
1730-00-063-4095
1730-00-294-3696
1730-00-294-3695
1730-00-945-8450
Painted
1730-00-294-3694
1730-00-063-4095
1730-00-294-3696
1730-00-294-3695
1730-00-945-8450
Codit reflecting
1730-00-294-3694-
1730-00-063-4095
1730-00-294-3696
1730-00-294-3695
1730-00-945-8450

CLASS 2540
Belt, Automobile, Safety (IB)
2540-00-894-1273
2540-00-894-1275
2540-00-894-1274
2540-00-894-1276

CLASS 3510
Net, Laundry (IB)
3510-00-273-9738
3510-00-273-9739

CLASS 3990
Cap, Wood (SH)
3990-00-366-6824

Pallet, Material Handling (SH)
3990-00-935-7960

Pallet, Wood (SH)
-3990-00-366-6806
3990-00-366-6821

NOTICES

Skid, Wood (SH)
3990-00-366-6810
.3990-00-366-6814
3990-00-366-6815
3990-00-366-6816
3990-00-366-6817
3990-00-366-S819
3990-00-366-6820

CLASS 4910
Creeper, Mechanic's (S1).
4910-00-251-6981-

CLASS 5140
Bag, Tool (IB)
5140-00-772-4142

CLASS 5440
Stepladder (IB)
5440-00-514-4483
5440-00-514-4485
5440-00-514-4487
Note: IB will furnish requirements

for GSA.Regions W, 9, and 10
only.

CLASS 5510
Stakes, Wood (SH)
Location Stakes
5510-00-171-7701
5510-00-171-7700
5510-00-171-7734
Hub Stakes
5510-00-171-7733
5510-00-171-7732

Iedge, Wood (SH)
5510-00-640-9237

CLASS 5660
Fencing, Iire & Wood Picket (SH)
5660-00-257-3860

CLASS 6230
Light, Desk (SH)
6230-00-299-7771 Regions 2,3,4,5,7,9
6230-00-682-3423 Regions 2,3,5,7,9

Light, Marker, Distress (SH)
6230-00-067-5209
(with pouch)
1 - 1499
1500 - 4999
51 - 9999
10.1 - 19999
2011 +

6230-00-938-1778
(without pouch)
1 - 1499
1500 - 4999
51.1 - 9999
1014 - 19999
2011 +
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CLASS 6505
Ammonia Inhalant Solution,
Aromatic (SH)
6505-00-106-0875

Iodine Ampoules, NF (SH)
6505-00-664-1408

Thimerosal Tincture, NY" (SA)
6505-00-664-6911

CLASS 6515
Kit, ShavingSurgical
Preparation (IB)
6515-00-676-7372

Tourniquet, Non-Pneumatic (IB)
6515-00-383-0565

CLASS 6530
Urinal, Incontinent (Il)
6530-00-51210:
6530-00-290-8292

Cover, Litter (IB)
6530-00-784-1035
6530-00-784-1250

Drape, Surgical (IB)
6530-00-299-9608
6530-00-299-9607
6530-00-299-9605
6530-00-299-9604

Strap, Webbing, Patient
Securing (IB)-
6530-00-784-4205

Surgical Pack, Disposable,
Pre-Operative (IB)
6530-00-103-6659

Wrapper, Sterilization
6530-00-299-9603,
6530-00-719-0000
6530-00-299-9602
6530-00-719-0030
6530-00-299-9601
6530-00-719-6035
6530-00-299-9600
6530-00-719-0040
653b-00-299-9599
6530-00-719-0045
6530-00-850-8613
6530-00-197-9223
6530-00-197-9228
6530-00-197-9283
6530-00-926-4902
6530,r-00-9,2--4903
6530-00-926-4904
6530-00-926-4905

CLASS 6532
Cap, Operating, Surgical (IB)
6532-00-299-9614
6532-00-299-9613
6532-00-299-9612
6532-00-543-7378

Cap, Operating, Surgical (SH)
6532-00-250-5042
6532-00-083-6545
6532-00-250-5041
6532-00-122-0468

Clothing, Operating Room (SH)
6532-00-261-9005
6532-00-290-1887
6532-00-172-3509
6532-00-172-3507
6532-00-172-3506
6532-00-158-9890
6532-00-009-7174

Dress, Operating, Surgical (SH)
6532-00-149-0464
6532-00-149-0465
6532-00-149-0466
6532-00-149-0467
6532-00-149-0472
6532-00-149-0473

Gown, Hospital, Patient's
Hedshirt (SH)
6532-00-410951
6532-00-410976

Gown, Operating,
6532-00-009-2034
6532-00-009-2035

Surgical (SH)

Pxllowcasej Disposable (IB)
6532-00-634-9828

Robe, Dressing, Nomex (SH)
6532-00-003-3057
6532-00-006-3482

Shirt, Operating, Surgical (S1I)
6532-00-149-0322
6532-00-149-0323
6532-00-149-0324
6532-00-149-0325

-Smock, Mants Dental Operating (SH)
6532-00-159-4881
6532-00-926-9964
6532-00-926-9975
6532-00-926-9976

Suit, Convalescent (SH)
6532-00-512167
6532-00-512168
6532-00-512170
6532-00-512171
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Tkoasers, Operating, Surgical (SH)

6532-00-149-0327
6532-00-149-0328
6532-00-149-0329
6532-00-149-0330

CLASS 6540
Case, Spectacle (IB)
6540-00-735-5157

CLASS 6625
Test Set, Lead (SH)
6625-00-553-1442

CLASS 6695
-Kit, Spectro Oil Analysis (IB)
6695-00-925-2982

Sampler-Spectro, Analysis
6695-00-758-1355

Oil Kit (IB)

Class-6840
Disinfectant, Detergent (IB)
-6840-00-687-7904
6840-00-584-3129
6840-007551-8346

Circuit Card-Assembly (SH)
6920-00-482-8335

CLASS 7105
Frame, Picture (SH)
7105-00-053-0170
7105-00-061-5834
7105-00-052-8697
7105-00-052-8695

CL:SS 7110
Blackboard (SH)
7110-00-132-6651
7110-00-843-7916 (Procurement from SH is

limited to 60% of the
Govt's annual require-
ment)

Bookcase, Wfood, Executive (SH)
7110-00-290-0368
7110-00-973-5127

CLASS 7195
-Bulletin Board (IB)
7195-00-989-2370 7195-00-844-9036
7195-00-989-2371 7195-00-844-9037
7195-00-989-2372 7195-00-844-9038
7195-00-990-0615 7195-00-843-7938

Costumer, Wood, Executive (SH)
7195-00-132-6642

CLASS 7210
Bedspread (IB)
7210-00-728-0186
7210-00-728-0187
7210-00-728-0188
7210-00-728-0189
7210-00-728-0190

50979

Bedspread (IB) Cont'd
7210-00-728-0191
7210-00-728-0173
7210-00-728-0175
7210-00-728-0176
7210-00-728-0177
7210-00-728-0178
7210-00-728-0179
7210-00-408-2800

Bedspring (IB)
-7210-00-582-7540
7210-00-582-0984
7210-00-110-8104
7210-00-582-7541
7210-00-110.-8105
7210-00-559-5085
7210-00-559-6025

Cover, Mattress (IB)
7210-00-291-8419
7210-00-205-3083
7210-00-205-3082'
7210-00-067-7969
7210-00-998-7745
7210-00-883-8492
7210-00-883-8492 GFM
7210-00-171-1091
720-00-935-6619
7210-00-230-1041
7210-00-241-9718

Mattress, Cotton-Felt (IB)
7210-00-139-6517
7210-00-139-6555
7210-00-139-6538
7210-00-139-6517 GFM
7210-00-139-6555 GPM
7210-00-139-6538 GFM

Mattress, Innerspring (IB)
7210-00-205-3585
7210-00-139-6424
7210-00-716-0706
7210-00-139-6411
7210-00-205-3534
7210-00-139-6434
7210-00-139-6428
7210-00-110-8102
7210-00-110-8103

Mattress
Innerspring, Plastic-Coated (1B)
7210-00-995-1093
7210-00-682-7146

Mattress, Foam (IB)
7210-00-682-6503
7210-00-682-6504

Pad, Mattress (IB)
7210-00-227-1526
7210-00-753-3042
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Pillow, Bed (IB)
7210-00-619-8262
7210-00-894-1144

Pillow, Passenger,
7210-00-682-6601

CLASS--7290
Cover, Ironing Board (IB)
7290-00-130-3271

Headrest (IB)

Pillowcase (IB)
7210-00-299-9609
7210-00-170-5478
7210-00-171-1100
7210-00-205-3101
7210-00-716-9001b
7210-00-761-1472
7210-00-054-7910
7210-00-259-9005
7210-00-259-9006
7210-00-119-7356
7210-00-231-2373
7210-00-259-9004
7210-00-259-8897
7210-00-081-1380

Protector, Hospital Bed,
Mattress (IB)
7210-00-761-1471
7210-00-761-1470

Protector, Hospital
7210-00-958-9118

Sheet, Crib (IB)
7210-00-717-0000

Washcloth (IB)
7210-00-060-6008
7210-00-082.-2065

CLASS 7220
.at, Floor (IB)
7220-00-205-3099
7220-00-224-6491
7220-00-205-3100
7220-00-224-6489
7220-00-205-2807
7220-00-205-2808
7220-00-224-6490
7220-00-224-6487
7220-00-238-8852
7220-00-224-6488
7220-00-224-6486
7220-00-205-2805
7220-00-238-8854
7220-00-205-2806

Mat, Floor (SH)
7220-00-205-3192
7220-00-205-3182

Door Mat (IB)
7220-00-165-7020

CLASS 7230
Curtain, Shower, (IB)
7230-00-205-1762
7230-00-247-1280

Bed, Pillow (IB)

CLASS 7330
Pad, Bakery (IB)
7330-00-379-4439
Note. IB will furnish require-

ments for GSA Regions 5
and 8 only

Tongs, Food Serving (SH)
7330-00-616-0997
7330-00-616-0998
7330-00-616-1000

CLASS 7360
Dining Packet, Inflight (IB)
7360-00-660-0526

Flatware Set, Plastic (IB)
7360-00-634-4800

CLASS 7430
Cover, Typewriter (SH)
7430-00-823-8080
7430-00-823-8081
7430-00-823-8082
7'430-00-823-8083
7430-00-823-8084
7430-00-823-8085
7430-00-823-8090
7430-00-823-8086
7430-00-823-8087

-CLASS 7510
Binder, Awards Certificate (IB)
7510-00-115-3250
Note. Procurement from IB is
limited to 60% of the Govt's
requirements

7510-00-482-2994

Binder, Looseleaf (IB)
7510-00-281-4309
7510-00-281-4314
7510-00-582-4201
7510-00-281-4310
7510-00-281-4311
7510-00-281-4313
7510-00-281-4315
7510-00-286-7792
'7510-00-286-7794
7510-00-582-5488
7510-00-286-7791
7510-00-582-3807
7510-00-782-2663
7510-00-782-2664

Binder, Note Pad
7510-00-286-6954
7510-00-145-0296
7510-00-728-8060
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NOYICES

Calendar Pad (SH)
7510-00-405-9306
7510-01-022-4974

(1977)
(1:978)

-Clip, Paper (SH)
7510-00-161-4292

Eraser, Mechanical (IB)
7510-00-865-5292
7510-00-082-2665

Pad, Typewriter (IB)
7510-00-257-2576
7510-00-530-6412
7510-00-849-1137

Pencil (IB)
7510-00-286-5757
7510-00"281-5234
7510-00-281-5235

Pencil, Woodcased, with
Imprinting (IB)
RAD# 599-0395 -- old

RAD# 699-0728 -- new

Portfolio (IB)
7510-00-558-1572
7510-00-616-7241
7510-00-551-9813
7510-00-558-1573
7516--O0-616-7239
7510-00-558-1571
7510-00-995-4856
7510-00-995-4857
7510-00-995-4854
7510-00-995-4852
7510-00-995-4853
7510-00-995-4850

Refill, Ballpoint Pen (IB)
7510-00-543-6792
7510-00-543-6793
-7510-00-754-2687
7510-00-543-6795
7510-00-754-2688
7510-00-754-2689
7510-00-754-2690
7510-00-754-2691

Refill, List Finder,
Automatic (SH)
7510-00-285-2800
7510-00-530-7191

CLASS 7520
Arch Board File (IB)
7520-00-281-4848
7520-00-240-5498
7520-00-191-1074
7520-00-191-1075,.
7520-00-281-4845
7520-00-255-7081

Ballpoint Pen (IB)
7520-00-935-7136
7520-00-935-7135
7520-00-664-5198
7520-00-664-5200
7520-00-663-0059
7520-00-664-5197
7520-00-298-7045
7520-00-754-2516
7520-001-298-7046
7520-00-754-2517
7520-00-543-7149.

Ballpoint Pen, with
Imprinting (IB)

RAD-19019
RAD-19022

Book Ends (IB)
7520-00-264-5479

Box, Filing (SH)
7520-00-285-3147
7520-00-285-3143

7520-00-285-3144
7520-00-285-3145
7520-00-285-3146
7520-00-285-3148

Case, Maintenance and
Operational Manuals (IB)
7520-00-559-9618

Clipboard, File (IB)
7520-00-281-5918
7520-00-254-4610
7520-00-240-5503
7520-00-274-5496
7520-00-281-5892

Easel, Display & Training (1B)
7520-00-579-7013

Holder, Desk Memorandum (IB)
7520-00-139-3802
7520-00-290-6445

Marker, Tube Type (IB)
7520-00-973-1059
7520-00-973-1060
7520-00-079-0285
.7520-00-973-1061
7520-00-079-0286
7520-00-079-0287
7520-00-973-1062
7520-00-079-0288
7520-00-558-1501
7520-00-904-1265
7520-00-904-1268
7520-00-935-0979
7520:-00-904-1267
7520-00-935-0981
7520-00-935-0982
7520-00-904-1266
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NOTICES

Marker, Tube Type
7520-00-935-0980
7520-00-051-5031
7520-00-051-5035
7520-00-116-2888
7520-00-051-5036
7520-00-116-2886
7520-00-116-2889
7520-00-051-5033
7520-00-116-2887
7520-00-904-4476

(IB) cont'd Card, Guide, File
7530-00-988-6546
7530-00-968-6547
7530-00-988-6548
7530-00-988-6515
7530-00-988-6516
7530-00-988-6520
7530-00-988-6521
7530-00-988-6517
7530-00-988-6518
7530-00-988-6522

(IB) cont'd

Pencil, Mechanical (IB)
7520-00-223-6672
7520-00-223-6673
7520-00-223-6674
7520-00-268-9913
7520-00-223-6675
7520-00-223-6676
7520-00-268-9912
7520-00-577-4570
7520-00-285-5826
7520-00-285-5822
7520-00-285-5823
7520-00-205-1645
7520-00-285-5817
7520-00-161-5664
7520-00-164-8950
7520-00-268-9915
7520-00-285-5818
75,0-00-268-9916
7520-00-634-3475
7520-00-724-5606

'Perforator, Paper, Desk (SH)
7520-00-139-4101
7520-00-263-3425

Pen Set, Desk (IB)
7520-00-106-9840

Stand, Calendar Pad (IB)
7520-00-162-6153
7520-00-139-4341

Tray, Desk (SH)
7520-00-232-6828
7520-00-286-5801
7520-00-285-5043

Card Set, puide, File (IB)
7530-00-989-0698
7530-00-989-0697
7530-00-989-0683
7530-00-082-2635
7530-00-989-0684
7530-00-989-0686
7530-00-989-0692
7530-00-989-0694
7530-00-989-0693
7530-00-989-0695

Folder, File, Military
Personnel Records Jacket
(IB)

DA Form 201

Folder, File (IB)
7530-00-889-3555
7530-00-559-4512
7530-00-281-5907
1530-00-281-5908
7530-00-926-8978
7530-00-273-9845
7530-00-926-8980
7530-00-286-6924

Folder Set, File (IB)
7530-00-281-5905
7530-00-286-6923

Notebook, Stenographer's (IB)
7530-00-223-7939

Pad, Writing Paper (IB)
1B will provide requirements for
GSA regions shom in parentheses

Trimmer, Paper (IB)
7520-00-224-7621
7520-00-282-2137

CLASS 7530
Card, Guide, File (IB)
7530-00-989-0184
7530-00-989-2425
7530-00-988-6541
7530-00-988-6542
7530-00-988-6543
7530-00-988-6549
7530-00-988-6550
7530-00-988-6551
7530-00-988-6544
7530-00-988-6545

7530-00-285-3090
7530:-00-239-8479
7530-00-285-3088
7530-00-285-3083

7530-00-285-3090
7530-00-239-8479
7530-00-286-6173

(1,5,6)
(l,2,4,5,6,7,8)
(1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8)
(1,3[Franconia depot only)
5,6,7,8)

GFM (1,5,6)
GFM (1,2,4,5,6,7,8)
(2,3)

Paper, Teletypewriter, Roll (IB)
"7530-00-223-7966 "

Paper, Writing (IB)
7530-00-285-5836

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL 41, NO. "224-THURSDAY, NOVEMBER 18, 1976

50982



NOTICES

Refill, Appointmeit Book (SH)
7530-00-497-1539 (1977)
7530-01-022-3567 .(1978)

Tape, Paper, Compuing Machine (IB)
7530-00-286-9052
7530-00-222-3455
7530-00-286-9053
7530-00-286-9054
7530-00-238-8352
7530-00-222-3456
7530-00-286-9055

CLASS 7690
Decalcomania (SH)

NO SMOKING
7690-00-857-9662
769Q-00-857-9574
7690-00-857-9700
7690-00-857-9613
7690-00-858-3403
7690-00-858-3365
7690- 00-310-6627
7690-00-311-7272
7690-00-328-9517
7690-00-329-0205
-U. S ARMY
7690-00-857-9575
7690-00-857-9663
7690-00-857-9614
Code 600 USPSW
Code 607 USPSW
7690-00-311-7276
7690-00-329-0206
7690-00-858-3405
7690-00-858-3366
7690-00-310-9208
MAX SPEED
7690-00-857-9572
7690-00-857-9660
Code 633 USPSW
7690-00-857-9611
7690-00-857-9698
7690-00-328-9507
7690-00-329-0204
NO RIDERS-
Code 635 USPSW
7690-00-857-9573
Code 636 USPSW1
7690-00-857-9612
7690-00-857-9699
LIFT HERE
Code 622-L-USPSW
FOR OFFICIAL USE ONLY
7690-00-329-0538
TP

Code.669-L-USPSW
Code 666-L-USPSW
Code 672-L-USPS1
Code 667-L-USPSW
Code-675-L-USPSW
Code 668-L-USPSW

Decalcomania (SH) cont'd
NU BERS AND *LETTERS
7690 ------- 1-1/2"
7690 ------- 2"
7690-00-311-7128
7690 ------- 4"

CLASS 7920
Broom, Push (IB)
7920-00-267-2967

Broom, Upright (IB)
7920-00-292-4371
7920-00-292-4375
7920-00-292-4372
7920-00-291-8305

Broom, Whisk (IB)
7920-00-240-6350

Brush, Chassis and Running
Gear (IB)
7920-00-255-7536

Brush, Cleaning (IB)
7920-00-281-7009 Tampico Fibers

Polypropylene
Fibers

Brush, Dusting (IB)
7920-00-178-8315

Brush, FloorSweeping (IB)
7920-00-238-2442
7920-00-243-3407
7920-00-238-2443
7920-00-292-2363
7920-00-263-9848
7920-00-292-2367
7920-00-292-2366
7920-00-264-4638
7920-00-292-2362
7920-00-292-2365

Brush, Sanitary (IB)
7920-00-772-5800
7920-00-234-9317

Brush, Scrub (IB)
7920-00-240-7174
792Q-00-951-8795
7920-00-282-2470 Tampico Fibers

Styrene Fibers
7920-00-297-1511
7920-00-324-2746
7920-00-619-9162
7920-00-061-0038

Brush, Shoe and Stove (IB)
7920-00-852-8170
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Brush, Wire, Scratch (IB)
7920-00-291-5815
7920-00-282-9246
7920-00-246-8501
7920-00-223-7649

Brush, Wire, StainleSs Steel (IB)
7920-00-958-1157

Brush Set, Shoe and Stove (IB)
7920-00-205-0200

Cloth, Polishing (IB)
7920-00-205-1656
7920-00-205-3170
7920-00-664-0103

Handle, Mop (IB)
7920-00-205-1168
7920-00-267-1218
7920-00-205-1167
7920-00-550-9902
7920-00-550-9911
7920-00-550-9912
7920-00-998-2485
7920-00-998-2486
7920-00-851-0140
7920-00-851-0142
7920-00-246-0930
7920-00-205-1170

Handle, Paint Roller (IB)
7920-00-682-6512

Handle, Wood (IB)
7920-00-177-5106
7920-00-141-5452
7920-00-263-0328

Mop, Dusting, Cotton (IB)
7920-00-205-0481
7920-00-205-0483
7920-00-205-0484
7920-00-245-8289

bop, Wet (IB)
7920-00-224-8726-Mainland

Hawaii

Mop, Wet, Cellulose (IB)
Mop, Comlete
7920-00-432-7117
7920-00-728-1167
Sponge Refill
7920-00-471-2876

Mophead, Dusting,
7920-00-634-0201
7920-00-267-4921
7920-00-998-2482
7920-00-998-2483
7920-00-998-2484
7920-00-851-0141
7920-00-205-0485
7920-00-205-0487
7920-00-205-0488

Cotton (IB)

NOTICES

Mophead, Wet (IB)
7920-00-205-0425
7920-00-205-0426
7920-00-141-5549
7920-00-171-1148
7920-00-141-5550
7920-00-141-5547
7920-00-141-5548
7920-00-141-5544
7920-00-141-5542
7920-00-245-8290
7920-00-141-5543
7920-00-923-0448
7920-00-141-5541
7920-00-926-5492
7920-00-926-5493
7920-00-926-5494
7920-00-926-5495
7920-00-926-5496
7920-00-926-5497
7920-00-926-5498
7920-00-926-5499
7920-00-926-5500
7920-00-926-5501
7920-00-926-5502
7920-00-926-5503
7920-00-634-0202
7920-00-634-0203

Scraper and Squeegee (IB)
7920-00-045-2556

Sponge, Cellulode (IB)
7920-00-161-6219
7920-00-633-9928
7920-00-240-2559
7920-00-884-1116
7920-00-559-8462
7920-00-559-8463
7920-00-559-8464
7920-00-884-1115
7920-00-633-9905
7920-00-240-2555
7920-00-633-9906

Squeegee (SH)
7920-00-224-8339

CLASS 7930
Detergent, General
7930-00-926-5280
7930-00-357-7386
7930-00-068-1669
7930-00-177-5243

Purpose (13)

Dishwashing Compound, Hand (aB)
7930-00-880-4454
7930-00-899-9534

Wax, Floor (IB)
7930-00-205-2870
7930-00-141-5888
7930-00-205-2871
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NOTICES

CLASS 8105
Bag, Cloth (IB)
8105-00-282-8183

Bag, Cotton .(IB)
8105-00-183-6981
8105-00-281-3924
8105-00-183-6982
-8105-00-179-0089
810 5-0 -271-1511
8105-00-183-6985
8105-00-174-0836
8105-Q0-183-6989,
8105-00-290-3360

Bag, Lunch (SH-)
8105-00-664-3715

Bag, MotmonSxckness (IB)
8105-00-835-7212

CLASS 8115
Box, Set-Up, Mailing
8115-00-511-5750

Dental (IB)

Box, Wood (SH)
8115-00-935-6526
8115-00-935-6527
8115-00-935-6532

CLASS 8120
Cap, Compressed Gas Cylinder (IB)
8120-00-178-9814
-8120-00-179-0076

CLASS 8340
Pin, Tent, Wood (SH)
8340-00-261-9750
8340-00-261-9751

CLASS-8345
Case, Flag, Interment (IB)
8345-00-782-3010

Flag, Signal (IB)
8345-00-935-0588
8345-00-935-0589
8345-00-935-0590
8345-00-935-0591
8345-00-935-0592
8345-00-935-0594
8345-00-935-0595
8345-00-935-0597
8345-00-935-0598
8345-00-935-0599
8345-00-935-0602
8345-00-935-0604
-8345-00-935-0607
8345-00-935-0608
8345-00-935-0633
8345-00-935-1840
8345-00-935-0634
8345-00-935-0638
8345-00-935-0639
8345-00-935-0640
8345-00-926-9977

Flag, Signal (IB) cont'd
8345-00-926-9216
8345-00-926-9978
8345-00-926-6804
8345-00-926-6806
8345-00-926-9979
8345-00-926-6807
8345-00-926-6809
8345-00-926-9980
8345-00-926-9219
8345-00-935-0582
8345-00-926-9984
8345-00-926-6003
8345-00-926-9985
8345-00-935-0619
8345-00-935-1839
8345-00-935-0620
8345-00-935-0623
8345-00-935-0409
8345-00-935-0624
8345-00-935-0445
8345-00-926-6803
8345-00-935-0446
8345-00-926-6805
8345-00-935-0447
8345-00-926-9987
8345-00-935-0448
8345-00-926-6810
8345-00-926-9988
8345-00-935-0450
8345-00-935-0451
8345-00-935-0453
8345-00-926-6002
8345-00-926-6814
8345-00-935-0436
8345-00-935-0437
8345-00-935-0438
8345-00-935-0408
8345-00-935-0441
8345-00-935-0442
8345-00-935-0464
8345-00-935-0465
8345-00-935-0466
8345-00-935-0467
8345-00-935-0468
8345-00-935-0470
8345-00-935-0471
8345-00-935-0473
8345-00-935-0474
8345-00-935-0475
8345-00-935-0478
8345-00-935-0480
8345-00-935-0483
8345-00-935-0484
8345-00-935-0626
8345-00-935-1838
8345-00-935-0627
8345-00-935-0407
8345-00-935-0630
8345-00-935-0631
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5 NOTICES

Pennant, Signal,
Flags (IB)
8345-00-935-0420
8345-00-935-0517
8345-00-935-4755
8345-00-825-1847
8345-00-935-3201
8345-00-935-4756
8345-00-935-0522
8345-00-914-60868345-00-935-4753
8345-00-935-4754
8345-00-935-0404
8345-00-935-0514

8345-00-825-1868
8345-00-935-0406
8345-00-935-0509
8345-00-926-5988
8345-00-935-0512
8345-00-921-4497
8345-00-935-3199
8345-00-825-1839
8345-00-935-0526
8345-00-914-6076
8345-00-914-6080
8345-00-914-6083
8345-00-935-0524
8345-00-926-5987
8345-00-926-5989
8345-00-935-0539
8345-00-926-5991
8345-00-825-1840
8345-00-935-0521
8345-00-914-6087
8345-00-926-6026
8345-00-935-0403
8345-00-935-0536
8345-00-926-9210
8345-00-926-9213
8345-00-926-6028
8345-00-935-0508
8345-00-935-0519
8345-00-935-0415
8345-00-914-6085
8345-00-926-9215
8345-00-935-0411
8345-00-926-9212
8345-00-914-7411
8345-00-914-6079
8345-00-914-6082
8345-00-935-0523
8345-00-935-0417
8345-00-926-5990
8345-00-935-0421
8345-00-926-9207
8345-00-935-0542
8345-00-935-0520
8345-00-935-0492
8345-00-935-0493
8345-00-926-9214
8345-00-935-0513
8345-00-935-0490
8345-00-935-0495
8345-00-926-9208
8345-00-935-0518
8345-00-935-0511

and Special Pennant, Signal, and Special
Flags (IB) (cont'd)
8345-00-914-6084
8345-00-935-0405
8345-00-935-0410
8345-00-935-0525
8345-00-914-6075
8345-00-914-6077
8345-00-914-6081
8345-00-935-0.419
8345-00-935-0416
8345-00-935-0537
8345-00-935-0538,
8345-00-935-0540
8345-00-935-0541
8345-00-926-9211
8345-00-935-0499
8345-00-935-0500
8345-00-935-0501
8345-00-825-1818
8345-00-935-0497
8345-00-935-0504
8345-00-935-1841
8345-00-935-0418
8345-00-825-1819
8345-00-926-1551
8345-00-935-0503
8345-00-935-0534
8345-00-935-1843
8345-00-926-1548
8345-00-926-1549
8345-00-926-1552

CLASS 8410
Havelock (IB)
8410-00-782-2782 GFM
8410-01-013-9109'GFM

CLASS 8415
Apron (IB)
Construction Worker's
8415-00-205-3895
8415-00-257-4290
8415-00-257-4290
Food Handling
8415-00-255-8577
8415-00-634-0205
8415-00-051-1173

Band, Helmet, Camouflage (IB)
8415-00-576-2873
8415-00-576-2873 GFM

Cap, Food Handler's (IB)
Cloth furnished by Government agency
8415-00-234-7677
8415-00-234-7678
8415-00"-234-7679

Cover, Helmet (IB)
8415-00-105-0605
8415-00-105-0605 GFM
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Traffic Safety Clothing (IB)
See also Class 8465
8415-00-177-4978 -
8415-00-177-4974

CLASS ,9430
Slide Fastener Unit, Laced
Boot (IB)
8430-00-465-1888
8430-00-465-1889
8430-00-465-1890

CLASS 8440
Necktie (IB)
8440-00-926-6604
8440-00-926-4933
8440-00-426-1999
8440-00-216-6130
8440-00-316-2519
8440-00-555-7194
8440-00-926-6604
8440-00-926-4933
8440-00-426-1999
9440-00-216-6130
8440-00-316-2519
8440-00-555-7194

GFM
GFM
GFM
GFM
GFM
GFM

CLASS 8460
Kit Bag, Flyer's (IB)
8460-00-606L8366 GFM

Suitcase7 Coated Cloth (SH)
8460-00-391-0502 GFM

-CLASS 8465
Bag, Barrack (IB)
8465-00-530-3692
8465-00-530-3692 GFM

Bag, Duffel (IB)
8465-00-265-4928

Bag, Laundry (SH) -

8465-00-616-9576 GFM
8465-00-616-9576 CFM
8465-00-656-0816

Bag, Sleeping, Firefighter's
8465-00-081-0798
Note: IB will furnish

requirements for GSA
Regions-9 & 10 only

(IB)

Bag, Soiled Clothes (SH)
8465-00-122-3869

Bag, Soiled Clothes, Submarine (IB)
8465-00-762-7671
Nylon duck to be furnished
by ordering office.

Belt, Individual, Equipment,
Nylon, LC-I (IB)
8465-00-001-6488
8465-00-001-6487

NOTICES

Belt, 14.P (TB)
8465-00-527-8843

Carrier, Intrenching Tool (1B)
8465-00-001-6474

Case, Field, First Aid
Dressing (IB)
8465-00-935-6814

Case, Maintenance Equipment,
Small Arms (IB)
8465-00-781-9564

Clothes Stop (IB)
8465-00-377-5701

cover, Water Canteen (IB)
8465-00-118-4956

cover, Water Canteen, Nylon (IB)
8465-00-860-0256
Note: Procurement from I

is linmted to 30% of
the Gov't's annual
requirement.

iocket, Ammunition Magazine (18)
8465-00-782-2239 GEM
8465-00-261-4983 GFM

protector, Trousers, Pistol
Holster (IB)
8465-00-682-6741

Strap, Tie, Mail Carrier's
(IB)

D-1216AX
D-1216BX
D-1216CX

Strap, Webbing, Cargo Tie-Down (IB)
8465-00-001-6477

Traffic Safety Clothing (IB)
See also Class 8415
8465-00-177-4977
8465-00-177-4976
8465-0.0-177-4975

vihistle, Ball, Plastic (IB)
8465-00-254-8803

CLASS 8470
Neckband, G.T., Helmet Liner (IB)
8470-00-753-6166 GFM

Strap, Soldier's Steel Helmet
1- (1B)
8470-00-030-8003

Suspension Assembly, Liner,
Helmet (IB)
8470-00-880-8814
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Soap, Toilet (IB)
8520-00-228-0598 -
8520-00-141-2519

CLASS 8940
Condiment Packet (Dietetic) (IB)
8940-00-177-4958
8940-00-177-4959
8940-00-177-4960
8940-00-177-4961
8940-00-177-4962
8940-00-177-4963
8940-00-935-6416
8940-00-935-6417
8940-00-935-6420
8940-00-935-6421

CLASS 8950
Condiment Packet (IB)
8950-00-935-6408
'8950-00-935-6409
8950-00-935-6410
8950-00-935-6411
8950-00-935-6412
8950-00-935-6413

Dining Packet (IB)
8950-00-935-6407

CLASS 9905
Plate, Marking, Blank (SH)
9905-00-473-6336

Tag., Marker (SH)
9905-00-537-8955
9905-00-537-8956
9905-00-537-8957

CLASS19920
Ash Receiver, Tobacco (IB)
9920-00-682-6757
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MILITARY RESALE COMMODITIES

Procedures for ordering military resale commodities are contained in Section 51-5.6,

Code of Federal Regulations, Title 41.

STOCK
NO. ITEM NAME

STOCK
NO ITEM h NE

Tennis racket (IB)
ITennis racket (IB)
Trowel, transplanter (IB)
Trowel, regular (IB)
Cultivator (IB)
Weeder (IB)
Grass Shears (IB)
Pruning shears (IB)
Paint roller, 7" (IB)
Paint roller, 9" (IB)

450
452
600
601
602
603
604
605
718
719
720
721
722
723
724
725
726
727
728
729
730
731
732
733
735
736
902
903
904
905
907
909
910
911
913
914
-9-15
916
918
919

(IB)
(IS)
(IB)
(IB)
(IB)
(IB)
(IB)
(IB)
(IB)
(IB)
(IB)
(IB)
(IB)
(IB)

Trimmer, paint.roller, 3" (IS)
Refill, trimmer, 3" (IB)
Pushbroom, Indoor/Outdoor (IB)
Broom, Parlor (IB)
Broom, corn (IB)
Broom, plastic filament (IB)
Broom, plastic, angle-cut (IB)
Broom, whisk (IB)
Broom, whsk- (IB)
-BruA, floor with handle (IB)
Brush, lint (IB) I
Brush, Barbecue (IB)
Brush, counter (IB)
Brush, sanitary (IB)
Brush, scubbing (IB)
Brush, scrubbing (IB)

920
922
923
924
925
926
928
932
933
934
936
937
941
944
945
946
949
950
951
952
954
955
956
957
959
962

963
964
969
970
974
980
983
986
988
993
994
995
998
999

Handle, spring lever (IB)
Applicator, wax (IB)
1op, block sponge (IB)
Mop, block sponge (IB)
Mop, dusting (IB)
Mop, stack or yacht, wet (IB)
mop, cotton, wet (IB)
Refill, wax applicator (-IB)
Refill, mp, block sponge (IB)
Refill, sponge (IB)
ophead, viscose and rayon (IB)

Mophead, cotton, wet (IB)
Cloth, dish (IB)

Scrubber,(IB)
Towel, kitchen (IB)
Potholder (IB)
Mitt, oven (IB)
flop, dish and bottle (IB)
mop, glassware and dishware (I)

.Brush, percolator' (IB)
Scrubber, nylon (IB)
Brush, vegetable (IB)
Brush, bottle (IB)
Brush, dish and pan (IB)
Brush, pastry and basting (IB)
Cover and pad set, ironing
board (IB)
Scrubber, plastic (IB)
Cover, ironing board (IB)
Cover, ironing board (IB)
Bag, washing machine (IB)
dlotheslne, plastic (IB)
Cloth, all-purpose (IB)
Cloth, polishing (IB)
Cloth, wash (IB)
Opener, pour and store set (IB)
Sponge, body (IB)
Swatter, fly (IB)
Dustpan (IB)
Dish, plastic, pet (IB)
Dish, plastic, pet (IB)
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Paint roller cover,
Paint roller cover,
Paint roller-cover,
Paint roller cover,
Paint rdller cover,
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Paint roller cover,
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SERVICES

These services are identified by industrial group number as provided in the Standard
Industrial Classification Manual prepared by the Technical Committee on Industrial
Classification, Statistical Policy Division, Office of Management and Budget.

SIC 0782

GROUNDS MAINTENANCE
Edwards Air Force Base, California (SH)
Federal Aviation Administration, Leesburg, Virginia (SH)
Fort Lawton, Washington (SH)
Fort Ord, California (SH)
Naval Air Station, Whidbey Island, Washington (SH)
Special Trailing Building and Complex, U S Secret Service, Beltsville,
Maryland (SH)
State Line Park, West Point, Georgia (SH)

SIC 7211

LAUNDERING OF WOOL BLANKETS
Naval Administrative Command Supply-Depot, Great Lakes, Illinois (SH)

SIC 7218

LAUNDRY SERVICE
Fort Detrick, Maryland (SH)
Naval Training Center, Great Lakes, Illinois (SH)

SIC 7331

MAILING SERVICE
Consumer Product Safety Commission, Washington, D.C. (SH)
Library of Congress, Washington, D.C JSH)
President's Committee on Employment of the Handicapped, Washington, D.C. (SH)
U S Coast Guard Academy, New London, Connecticut (SH)
U S Department of Agriculture, Washington, D.C. (D C metropolitan area only,
excluding Foreign Agriculture Services, Management Services Division) (SH)

U S Department of HEW, for following offices only-
Alcohol, Drug Abuse, and Mental Health Administration, Rockville, Maryland (SH)
Center for Disease Control, Bethesda, Maryland (SH)
Food and Drug Administration, Rockville, Maryland (SH)
Health Resources Administration, Rockville, Maryland (SH)
Health Services Administration. Rockville, Maryland (SH)
National Institutes of Health, Bethesda, Maryland (SH)
Office of Assistant Secretary for Health, Rockville, Maryland (SH)
Office of the Secretary, Washington, D.C. (SH)

U S Department of HUD, Washington, D.C (SH)
U S Department of Labor, Manpower Administration, Washington, D.C. (SH)
U S Department of Labor, 200 Constitution Avenue, Washington, D.C. (SH)

SIC 7349

JANITORIAL/CUSTODIAL SERVICE
Bureau of Land Management District Building, Roseburg, Oregon (SH)
Federal Building and Courthouse? Lincoln, Nebraska (SH)
Federal Building, Manchester, New Hampshire (SH)
Federal Building, Muskogee, Oklahoma (SH)
Homestead Air Force Base, Florida,-Dental Clinic (Building 686), Hospital
(Building 990) (SH)

Naval Air Station, Buildings 243, 374, 375, 376, 377, 380, 381 and 2551, Whidbey
Island, Oak Harbor, Washington (SH)
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JANITORIAL/CUSTODIAL SERVICE (Continued)
National Marine Fisheries Complex, 2725 Montlake Boulevard East, Seattle,
Washington, for -the West, Central,East and Pilot Plant Buildings- and Behaviour
Laboratory (SH)
Social Security Administration District Office Building, Watertown, lew York (SH)
U. S Army Reserve Center, Camp Drum, Watertown, New York (SH)
U. S Courthouse and Federal Building, Rapid City, South Dakota (SH)

SIC 7369

FOOD SERVICE ATTENDANT SERVICES
Seneca Army Depot, Romulus, New York (SH)

SIC 7374-

KEYPUNCH AND VERIFICATION
GSA Region 2, Federal Data Processing Division overflow requirements (SH)
Thirty percent of overflow requirements for Interstate Commerce Commission,
Washington, D.C. (SH)

SIC 7395

FILM DEVELOPING
Photographic Processing for the GSA Self-Service Store #60, Denver Federal Center,
Denver, Colorado (IB)

SIC 7399

ASSEMBLY
fiBelt , Trousers (IB)
#FoodPacket, Isolated Site (8 menus) (IB)
*Food Packet, Survival, Abandon Ship (IB)(8970-00-299-1395)
TPK-I (Regular packing)
TPK-2 (Weather-resistant packing)

-#Food Packet, Survival, General Purpose, Individual (8970-00-082-5665) (IB)

SEWING SERVICE
Redstone Arsenal, Alabama (Provides specified end items produced through use of
customized,_heavy-duty sewing service) (SH)

SIC 7641

FURNITURE REHABILITATION
Cleveland, Ohio plus 25 mile radius (SH)
Counties of Alameda, Contra Costa, San M.ateo, Santa Clara, and the City of San
Francisco, California (SH)

Eielson, Air Force Base, Alaska (SH)
Fairbanks, Alaska plus 30,mile radius (SH)
Lackland Air Force Base and Randolph Air Force Base, San Antonio, Texas (SH)
Long Beach, California plus 100 mile radius, excluding San Diego County and San
Clemente (SH)
Monterey, California, plus 10 mile radius, including Fort Ord (SH)
Rickenbacker Air Force Base (Lockbourne Air Force Base), Columbus, Ohio (SH)
Sacramento, California plus 60 mile radius, excluding San Joaquin County (SH)
Seattle, Washington plus 30 mile radius (SH)
Spokane,-Washington plus 30 mile radius from city limits (SH)
Tacoma-Auburn, Washington plus 30 mile radius, including McChord Air Force Base
and Fort Lewis (SH)

Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, Dayton, Ohio (SH)
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METAL FURNITURE REHABILITATION
Bremerton, Washington plus 13 mile radius (SH)
Olympia, Washington plus 13 mile radius (SH)
Seattle, Washington plus 13 mile radius (SH)
Tacoma, Washington, including McChord Air Force Base and Fort Lewis plus 13 mile
radius (SH)

SIC 7699

MATTRESS AND BOX SPRING REHABILITATION (IB)
Orders for renovated mattresses may be arranged through GSA Regional offices.
IB will provide requirements for mattress and box spring renovation for GSA
Regions 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, and 7 only

REPAIR AND MAINTENANCE OF ADDING MACHINES AND CALCULATORS
U S Customs, 6 -World Trade Center, New York, New York (SH)
26 Federal Plaza, New York, New York (SH)
32 Old.Slip, New York, New York (SH)
1515 Broadway, New York, New York (SH)

REPAIR AND MAINTENANCE OF ELECTRIC AND MANUAL TYPEWRITERS
Federal Courthouse Building, Syracuse, New York (Manual only) (SH)
Syracuse, New York (including Onondaga County ), (Electric only) (SH)
U S Customs, 6 World Trade Center, New York,'New York (SH)
U S Customs, Milwaukee, Wisconsin (SH)
U S Federal Office BuildingMilwaukee, Wisconsin (SH)
U S Post Office,-Milwaukee, Wisconsin (SH)
Veterans Administration Center and Hospital, Wood, Wisconsin (SHY
Veterans Administration Regional Office, Milwaukee, Wisconsin (SH)
26 Federal Plaza, New York, New York (SH)
32 Old Slip, New York, New York (SH)
1515 Broadway, New York, New York (SH)

[FR Doc.76-38922 Pled 11-17-76;8:45 am)
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